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"NEW YORK TIMES
27 November 1973

Excerpts From White H

. R

ouse Analysis and

“Executive meﬁege Claims for Tapes

X Svech.l to The New York Times . _"

“WASHINGTON, Nov. 26—
‘Following are excerpts from
+the White House analysis and
"claims of executive privilege
 far'subpoenaed tape record-",
m s, submitted today to Unit--

States District Judge John
J. Siricas

o~ . PART 1

: i‘ iftem 1' (A) of the subpoeria’ *

ates to meeting of June 20,
72, in the President’s Exec-*
vutMa Off!ce Building (“EOB”)]
" ;offite involving Richard Nixs
ot‘r John Ehrlichman and H.Z
"R Haldeman from 10:30 A. M.}
td‘f»noon (time, approximate).
| #The President’s daily diary,
;10 for June 20, 1972 (Exhibit;
13 shows that the‘Presrdent
mét ‘alone with his assistant.
Jg n’ D. Ehrlichman, from:
"25 to -11:30 AM. In his)
“EOB" office. Subsequently,:
tHe President met with his as-
.sistant, H. R. Haldeman from
© 1526 AM. to 12:45- P.M. in:
“hi§ “EOB” office.
. *Conversation between the
‘Piesident and John D. Ehrlich-
‘man, from 10:25 to 11:20A.M..
m.,the Presxdent' “EOB” of-
ﬂ e,
wWThis conversahon relates
pr marily to the higher edu«
cdtion bill then under con-
sideration by the Congress.
Other subjects discussed in-'
clitdde school busing, the Su-
_preme Court decision (U. S.
\v.sU. S, District Court) on
national security wiretap-
pifig, press conferences .and
préss formats, legislative ac-
tian on proposils for welfare
.reform and the Stockholm
conference on environment.
gmg the .conversation, the
ident conversed on the.
telephone with a .deputy as-.
‘siftant, Edward L. Morgan,
‘about. the . higher Jeducation
le slation.
Xhere is no discussion or”
, cd?nment which relates, either:
difectly or indirectly, to the
-incident at the Democratic .
National Committee offices at
Watergate which occurred a“
“fewdays prior to the con-
_versation,
$he conversation recorded’
;omthxs tape consists of ad-
tyiee to the. President by his.
then senior assistant for do-,
mestic affairs on official pol-*
.icy decisions then pending
before the President, and the
' copveyance to the President
* byyhis assistant of the. advice
of j other. identified person$
within the Administration on
the same matters. Nothing in
the .conversation relates to
Water fate or: anythmg con-
‘nected therewith,
! The President beheves that.
. the conversation Is subject in,
i its entirety to a claim of ex-’
‘ ectmve privilege in order to
+ protect .the confidentialit
".of advice'given fp the Presi:
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dent. There is nothmg in this!

conversation - .. “concerning:
possible cnminal conduct or
discussions of possible crim:;
inal conduct” as to testxmony

“concerning which the Presi-;
dent announced he would not
‘invoke executive pnvxlege on
‘May 22,

aldeman-Nxxon

- Conversation between the
President and. his assistant,
"H. R. Haldeman, from-11:26.
AM. to 12:45 PM. in the!
. President’s “EOB” office. ;
’ =This conVefsation' was" rev
‘corded on tape by the sound~
Factuated recording. systeril
deserited in, testimody in the
vevidentiary hearmg eld byj
this court, and the tape re-
«cording is being submitted as
Tters LB.1. covered by the!
subpoena.
This conversallcn relatss
primarily to scheduhng and!
travel. Foi 4 portion of, this’
recordmg, in lieu of any’ auda-
b]e cbnversation, there is a4
bconstant ham. (See “B.1.: (c);
bclow) At ‘one pcint during:
the meeting the President
‘spoke on the telephone to hig
daughter, Julie: None of the:
recorded conversation relates
«to Watergate.t ..
- Thete is a Japsed playmg
.time on the tape of approxi-
mately 3 minutes and 10 sec-,
‘onds, during which the Presi-
dent requests consommé and’
speaks to the steward about
minor administrative matters:
The tape records various
noises’ of .movement: ~The
-playing of the tape recordin
from the point wheré H. R/
Haldeman enters the office'to

. his departure is approximate-

ly 54 minutes and 49 sece
onds. The playing time of the
tape . preceding
portions of the conversatlon
‘are as follows: - ..

EVENT—Playing time from
begmnm g of recording of this’
convérsation. ’
. Start of "hum” signal: 3'
mmutes 40 seconds. © - -

* End of “hum” signal:. 21’
mmutes 55 seconds.

Telephone conversation: 47
‘minutes 0 seconds.

1t is believed that the hum«
which -occurs approximately:
-3 minutes and .40 seconds
‘from the beginning of. this;
‘conversation between - Presis;
dent Nixon and H. R. Halde-{
man;.and which continues fot;r
approximately - 'I18 . minutes’'
and 15 sdconds, was caused
by the depressmn of a record,
button during the process of
)revzewmg the tape, possnbly
while the recorder was in the'
‘proximity of an electric type-
wnter ‘and a. high !ntensxty
lamp.

The incident was detected
-and reported when made toi
‘the- President,  and

significant -

%0

thereafter to White House,
counsel, J. Fred Buzhardt, as,
having occurred on a portion”
of the tape recording subse-i
‘guent to that of the meeting:
between the President and
John Ehrlichman, -which at
that time and until November:
14, 1573, was believed to be
‘the only part of that recotd--
mg subpoenaed. The incident

was therefore believed to be
‘inconsequential. P
i The delay in dxscovermg
that the incident affected a.
portion of the tape contain-
+ing a- subpoenaed conversa-
tion was du to the ambiguity.
of the language of the. sub-
‘poena: The applicable portion
of the subpoena, dated July
23, 1973, is: ..
CLAl ta‘)es 3nd other elecs
*tronic andlor ‘mechanieal res
cordmgs or reproductions,
and any memoranda, papers,;
transcnpts and " other wrlt-
;ings, refating to:
» " *(A) Meeting of June 20
1972, in the President’s Exec-
utive Office Building (*EOB"):
.office involving“Richard Nix-}
‘on, John Ehrlichman and‘
.H. R. Haldeman from 10: 30
“AM. to noon (time a.pproxlﬂ‘
Jnate.)? -
. In the remainder or the
subpoena applicable to tapé‘ﬂ
recordings, each separate’
meeting is subpoénaed as_&:
separate item. Accordmg]y,“
Item (a) of the subpoena was:
initially assumed to be' ap-1
plicable to enly 'one meeting. l
- An  examination of the/
President’s daily log revealed
that there was no meetmg.
with the President on the.
morning ‘'of June 20, 1972, in;
whi¢h both Mr.” Ehrhchman
and Mr, Haldeman pamcx-,}
pated i
M. Ehrhchman, however, |
met with the-President from',
10:25 A.M. to 11:20 A:M. This ;
‘meeting most nearly coincided
imeeting most nearly coincided.!
wn‘fh the time specmfled in the ¢
Isabpoenas,. - . v
! TestnmonybyZA:des .

--In addition, the publi¢, testi-" ;
mony given by Messrs, Halde:"
man and Ehrlichiman indicated .
‘that jt was Mr. Ehrlichman’s:
.convérsationin ~which the”
‘ special prosecutor would have?

can interest. .
.White House counsel is not'
‘aware of any testimony giver
by Mr. Haldeman relating to
a meeting with the, Presndenb
;on June 20, 1972,
I Mr. Ehrhchman. however.l
,was examined in some detail
iby the Senate Select Commit-
‘tee on his meeting with the,
President on June 20. On July
.24, 1973, Mr. Ehrlichman tes-.
tified, in answer to questions
by Senator Baker, that he’
‘had no recollection or notes
(of having ;discussed - Water-

‘gate at this meeting with the

President, but rather, met
with the President because he
“heeded some decisions and
: some marching orders” on
& particular legislativé sub-'
subsequently, on July 30,
1973, Mr. Ehrlichman, testla
fled:

-~ “f told Senator Baker, i
believe, the other dday that,
“Watlergate’ was not idis-.
cussed st the meeting and.
since then I have rechecked
‘what sketchy notes T have
and I find I was in error
.on that. I am sure there
musi have been some dis-

‘cussion of -the Watergate

-with the President on that :
occasion on the 20ih.” :
‘Memorandum of Prosecutoa'f

It was not until the eve-
ning of Wednesday; Novem-:
ber, 14, 1973, when copies of
the ‘subpoenaed tapes were
provided for White House,
counsel’s  Use in preparing
the index and analysls - ires
quired under the court’s’di-!
rection;-that all materials re-:
motely relating to the sub-,
poenaed conversations were'
Teviewed. to assist in prepar-,
ing the analysis.. Among the’
materials ‘then reviewed was.
the opinion of the United
States Court: of Appeals for. . .
the District of Columbia,
Nixon v.:Sirica, decided Oc-’
tober 12, 1973, Appendix 1II;}
begmnmg at page 48 of the'

opinion " is 'a memorandum|
filed by the special prosecu-:
tor w1t¥ this court on August’
'13, 1973 The first numbered:
1tem of that memorandum IS
as follows:
¢ “L. Meeting of Jine 20,

i '1972. Respondent met wnth\
iJohn D. Ehrlichman. and
''H. R. Haldeman in his old:
(Executlve Office Building
; office. on June 20, 1972,
from 10:30 A.M. untll ap-
) proximately. 12:45 PM.
fThere is every reason.to’
Linfer that the meeting in-

*cluded . discussion of the’

Watergate incident. The’
Lbreak-in had occurred on:

'June , 17—just, three days'
rearhen Dean did not .re-

'turn to Washington until!

June .18. Mitchell, Halde-,

:man. and’ LaRue had also!

“been.-out of town and did.

not return until . late on‘

June 19.

“Early on the mormng
‘of June 20, Haldeman,
‘Ehrlichman, Mitchell, Dean’
‘and Attorney General
Kleindlenst, met in, the
‘White House. This | was,
their first opportunity for,
full discussion of how to;
‘handle the Watergate: in.:
cident, and Ehilichman has-
testified that Watergate:
was¢ indeedi the - primary; -
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'subjétt™ dbf ‘the meeting?
From there, Ehrlichman!
‘and” then Haldeman went’
'to_ see sthe President. The,
‘mference that they re-*:
ported .on Watergate, and,
may .well have received
instructions, is almost ir-/
resistible. The inference is
confirmed by Ehrlichman’s
public testimony-that- the
discussion with respondent:
included both . Watergate ~
" and Government wiretap--
pm§ The contemporary:
evidence; of that meeting
'should show the extent of!
" the knowledge of the illex’
,gal. actmty by the par-
“ticipants 'or any effort to |
:  conceal the truth from the *
. ‘respondent.”
* Only the." most careful
reading of even.this memo-
tandum .. discloses that - the,
special prosecutor seeks a
recording of more than one
meeting on June 20, 1972,
‘Only: two iridicators aré pre-‘
sent. First, -the endmg time
of the- “meeting” in the
memorandum is - 12: 45 P,
rather than'the appro:uma-,
tion " of “noon” as specified
-in the subpoena. Second, the
word “then” in the sentencé
‘“From there, Ehrlichman and’
then Haldeman went to: see
the President” indicated the;
special prosecutor sought
recordings ‘of two’ sequenual
“tmeetings.
Inquiry to Buzhardt

" White House spetial coun-

sel J. Fred Buzhardt received:
an_inquiry pn September 23,
1973, as to the conversation®
-covered by the first item of:
.the subpoena, to which he:
.replied that the conversation:
at the meeting with Ehrlich-*
man was what was involved,!
and that- the special . prose-
‘cutor must have been mis-
taken - in -assuming that
Halderman also was in the
-meeting. This response was
relayed to the President and
to-Mr. Steve Bull.
.. The conversation on the
‘tape recording of the meeting
between H. R. Halderman,
.and the President consists of.
Jadvice to the President by a
semor adviser on official de-t
Jcisions then pending before
‘the President. None of the:
‘conversation recorded relates
to Watergate.

_The President believes that
ithe conversation is subject in.
Yits entirety "to a .tlaim of
executive privilege in “order,
ito protect the confidentiality"

.of advice given to the Pres-,
ident. There is nothmg in.
this ‘conversation ‘‘concern-:
ing possible criminal conduct’

-discussions of possible,
crimmal conduct” as to testi-’
‘mony concerning which the
President = announced  he
would not invoke execuuvel
pnvﬂege on May 22, 1973,

A file search has disclosed
handwritten notes of H. R.:
‘Haldeman, which from the
Jidentifying marks and the’
contept indicate _the - notes,
~were” made by. H R Halde-
‘man during the meeting with'
the President on June 20,
1972, between 11:26 AM..

‘and "12:45 P.M. 'Thé notés!
are on two pages of paper{
from: a ‘yellow legal pad.}
These notes are: being sub-f
‘tnitted. The notes reflect that{
the President gave instruc-.
tions to. Mr. Haldeman to,
‘take certain actions of a pub-5

Hic relations character.which’
‘related to. the Watergate in-,
‘cident.
Yooy PART IL- -
. Mitchell Phone %
Conversation. © - 3
** Ttem 1 (b) bf the subpoenaf
‘relates to “telephone. convers
‘sation of June 20, 1972, bel:
tween Richard : Nikon and;
*John N. Mitchell from 6:08 to*
6 12 PM
~The only~ material relatmgi
,to this conversation is a dic->
tating belt of his recollections’
‘dictated by the President -as'
,a part of his personal diary
{on June 20, 1972, at 830
PM,, in which the President,
{ referred to his telephone con-
" versation with John N. Mitch=
ell That portion of the dic
tatmg belt- to" and including
the reference to the telephone.
conversatlon with John Ny
%Mltchell is being submitted.
». ~ That portion of the dictaty
“ing belt on which the Presi-,
,dent dictated recollections of,
-the conversation with John!
¥N.- Mitchell. does contain re<
- ferences 'to .Watergate. - -:.
b he President’s comments'
i relating to the Mitchell con<
«‘versation begin at 2 mmutes%
22 seconds playing. time from;
" the beginning of the dnctatmg,
" belt and end at 2 minutes 45,
{seconds playing time, from:,
‘the beamnmg of the’ dicta~‘
it tion.
y "PART III

§*; June 30 Meeting
g

Item 1(c) Of the subpoena
related to a “meeting of June.
30 1972, in the President’s}
J“EOB” _ office, . ' involving;
Messrs Nixon, Haldeman and
Il;/htchell from 12 55 to 210)

i This’ conversatlon, record-/
ed on tape, " “occurred at' a,
jluncheon in the President’s

“EOB” office, -attended by
President Nixon, John Ni
'Mitchell and H. R. Haldeman,.
‘on June 30, 1972, immediate-:
ly prior to thé announcement:
of the resignation of Jolin
N. Mitchell as chairman. of
the Comniittee fo Re-elect
the President -and - the . 4ap-
‘pointment of Clark MacGreg-‘
or as his succesor. ;
primarily tq the rsnsons for,,
‘the timing of and the pro-;
.cedures for, Mitchell’'s an-,
inouncement 6f his resigna<

‘tion, and thé choicz and an-|
nouncement of his successor.’
There are a few’ passing and’
tojlateral references to Wa-,
tergate which ‘are not sub-
.stantive. There is an mccm-
ing telephone call just prior,
to the conversation. At the’
end of the conversation, the,
President indicates bis mten—
tion to take a short nap.

The playing time for the,
Aape recording of this.;con:g
; versation, is approx:mately-
.1 hour 9 mmutes and 44 secaé
ionds. .. . Sl
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“The cénversation retorded
"consists of advice to the.
; President by his senior staff:
. assistant and his former At-'
’tomey -General . relating to'
“matters which had a direct-
+bearing - on the - President’s-
-ability to operate his, office:
tand conduct his official busi-;
"ness at.that time. The. con-:
.versation includes dnscus-'
-sions of. hlghly personal mat-
sters. .
¢ The President beheves that'
‘the conversation is subject!
Yin its, entirety to a_Wvalid:
“claim of executive privilege!
{in order to protect the con-!
fidentiality of ' the” matters’
\discussed.  There is nothmg,
‘in this conversation ' “con-;
:cerning _ possible ~ criminal;
‘conduct” “as. to testimony’
‘concerning’ which the Presi-|
dent announced he would’
ot invoke executive pnvlt
lege on May 22, 1973 X
1l PART IV

i ltem 1 (d) of the subpoena

felates to & “meeting of Sep+'

tember 15, 1972, in the Presi..
dent’s . Oval Ofﬁce involving;

Mr. Nixon, Mr. Haldeman andx

John W. Dean 3d from’ 527r

to 6:17 P.M.” 4

: This - conversahon was re-

‘corded on. tape. John W.

‘Dean 3d, then counsel to the’

President, entered the Presis'

dent’s Oval Office at approxie.

‘mately 5:27 P.M. On Septem-;

-ber 15, 1972, during 3 meet=’
, ‘mg then in’ progress between

:the President and his assist-!
Ant, HR. Haldeman., He re-

mamed in the Oval Office,

{as did the ‘President and Mr.*
‘Haldeman,  until approxi-}

‘mately 6:17 P.M.,at .which

‘time, the ' President 'left’ by
+automobile for the: Washmgm
ton Navy: Yard .

g; Earlier ,in the! day, the'
.grahd jury had returned in:
idictmerits on’ séven persons!

{in* connection withthe entry
into the Democratic National’
:Committee offices at ' the,
Watergate apartments. ’
For the first approxnmawy,
:33 minutés and 9 secosds]
‘after Dean entered the Oval{
jOffice, the conversation | Jing
gvolves subjects 'directly”’ orf
‘indirectly related to the Wa-
tergate matter. Included are’
» .discussions _ of the: mdxct-
ments, the time of the pend-
ing tnals, the civil cases con-'
;nected with the incident and’
potentla] Congressional com-,
-mittee inquiries into the mat-!
Jter,~as well as press cover-'
age, of the mattgr After the!
first approximately 33 mma‘
‘utes and 9 seconds of the,
conversation, the . conversa-~
tion turns to other sub}ectS‘
‘within the President’s official

‘cognizance not 'directly on
-indirectly related to the Wa
‘tergate matter. .

The. playing time for the
tape recording of this ‘con=
versation is approximately’
48 minutes 44 seconds. The-
‘only significant event is the’
‘end of discussion of Waters]
‘gate related matters approxi.’
‘mately 33 minutes and 9
.seconds ‘playing time from'
;.he begmmng of t.he recordo

ng. :

. The Presxdent beheves that

e conversation = recorded:
followmg the first 33 minutesy
9 seconds of playing time sy
subject to a claim of’ execu‘
tive privilege in order to pro-
itext the confidentiality of the:
advice “and counsel provided;
to the President, .- 4
ko PART V' *3

March 13 Meetmg

Item 1(e) of the subpoena;
relates 0 a “meeting. of;
March '13,.1973, in the Presx-
dent's Oval Office - ‘involving:
Messrs. Nixon; Déan and Hal-
gel\x;?an from 12; 242 to 2 00!

§rano

ARMED FORCES JOURNAL
October 1973

i

*' ' McCord Silenced -

lIN AUGUST, ATFJ published the
irst of what was planned to be
“three articles by James W, McCord
‘detailing the Nation’s inteiligence
agencies and their conduct of the

Watergate affair,
which

The first article,
was quoted in

the - inter-

national press as well as U.S. ncws
.services and the Select Senate Com-
]mxltce on Watcrgate, was probably

. the last,

On 5 September,

Judge

‘John Sirica issucd an ‘order banning

all

public comments

by McCoui

who at the time was on a collcge

lecture
informed AFJ

CH'CUI(
that

McCord has
he has inter-

preted this to mean no written arti-
jcles as well and has asked that we
; withhold publication of the second
‘article which' he had alrcady sub-

¢ mitted

to AFJ. With'

reluctance,

. AFJ has acceded to McCord's wish.
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WO SAYS
SIECAUSED AP
- INTPEBYERROR

2
President's Secretary Tells)
Court of Her Erasure in. -

%

_; Subpoenaed Recordmg E

NIXON HALDEMAN TALK

SIrlca Gets Transcnptlons
s for Protective Custody
Pendmg Exammatlon

o By LESLEY.'OELSNER '
3)..’- Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Nov. 26——

+ President Nixon's personal sec-’
retary testified today that
through some “terrible mis.
take” she had pressed the
.wrong button on her, tape
-recorder and thus caused an
“18-minute “‘gap” in one of the
_subpoenaed . Watergate tape\

Jrecordings.

She said that she had toId
the President of the error min:
utes after it occurred last,
Oct. I — and that he had as-;
sured her it did not matter.

“He said, ‘There’s no prob-
lem becausé that’s not one' of
the subpoenaed tapes,’” the’
secretary, Rose Mary Waods,”
testified in Federal Court here. :

Mr. Nixon did remark thdt
“it was too bad,” Miss Woods
recounted. But he told her that
he understood, ' she testified,
and said to her, “Dont worry
labout it.” ’ .

. Talk With Haldeman '

i.-Theé conversation whose tape
‘recording has an  18minute’
erasure—or gap ” as Miss
Woods insisted on describing it
~—was a discussion betwéen Mr.. .
Nixon and H.R. Haldeman, one.
of his former key aides, on June
20, 1972, three days after the
break-in at Democratic head-.
-quarters in- the Watergate’
building.

¥ The White House did not dis-"
close: the- 18-minute gap onh the
tape until last Wednesday. It
,has’ maintained that it did not
‘know that the conversation in'
question _was .covered " by the
subpoena until-Nov.:14; a week
earlier. .

; According to the WhnteHouse,
there was an “ambiguity” in
jthe . subpoena "issued by - the
specla! Watetgate ' prosecution

. {for the President’s Watergate-
%mmed tape rocordings. As a

. court, -

;’result, the White House: ¢ons’
itends, the Presidential counsel
‘first believed that the specnal‘
prosecution wanted only the-
‘recording of an earlier June 20
Presxdentxal conversation—one '
with John D. Ehrlichman, also'
former Nixon aide, SN
{' Tapes Given to Judge’ ‘

{ The White House today turred-
‘over the disputed tape record-’
ings and other materials to}
Chief Judge John'J. Sirica d¢f"
the Federal District Court here, .
who asked last week, in the's
wake of the disclosure of the
;18-minute gap, that they be

giveh to the court for plotec-z‘ :

tlve’.GUStody pending examina-;
tion by technical experts.” .
. With the material, the White!
House turned.over as well a 22-]
page “index &nd analysis” of
what it was providing. the
And according to' lhe
document, the June 20 conver-
sation between Mr. Nixon and
Mr. | Haldeman_included a dis-
‘cussion ‘of Watergate-related)
public relations measures.

The White House was giving
,Judge Sirica Mr. .Haldeman’s
"“handwritten ‘notes”. of the
meeting, the document sald,
and the notes “reflect that. the
President gave ’instrucions. to
Mr. Haldeman to take certain
actions - of a public relations
character which related to the
Watergate incident.”

The United States Court of
Appeals here, which ruled in
October that the President must
comply with the subpoena, had
left open the possibility that
Mr.. Nixon could still make
“particularized” claims of exe-
cutive privilege regarding cer-
tain portions of the  material
covered by the subpoena.

In its index and analysis to-
day, prepared in accordance
with ,the court of appeals’ in-
structions, “the President main-
tained that various conversa-
tions covered by the subpoena;
involved non-Watergate mat-,
ters and thus were privileged.

‘In discussing one of the dis-
puted conversations, moreover,
the White House said in the
document that the talk should
not be disclosed even though
it involved Watergate. This was
a _conversation on June 30,
1972, by Mr. Nixon, Mr. Halde-
man and John N. Mitchell
shortly before the announce-
ment that Mr. Mitchell was re-¢
signing as chairman of the:
Committee for the Re—elecuor\
of the President.

“There are a few passing and
collateral references to Water-:
gate which' are not substan-’
tive,” the document asserted.

Judge Sirica must now rule|
on'whether or not to accept the
President’s assertions of priv-
ilege.

Miss Woods testified today
that Alexander M. Haig, the
President’s chief of staff, had
told her on Sept. 29 that she
need transcribe only the pot:
tion of the June 20 tape cover-
ing the President’s discussion
with Mr: Ehrlichman, {:

. ‘The decument prasented By|
the White House, for its part,

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100290001-5

‘repeats the White House con-
‘tention that it was believed
“until Nov. 14" that the second
portion .of the tape was not
under subpoena, The document

also supports Miss Woods's
statement that she reported her
mistake immediately, saying,
“The incident was detected and
reported when .made to the
President, and shortly there-
after to the White House cour-
sel, J. Fred Buzhardt.”

. Ata briefing today, however
Gerald L. Warren, deputv
.White House press secretary,
icontradicted these, statements.
LMr Warren sald that the Presi-
‘dent was toid “shortly before
-‘leaving” on his recent Southern

.trip that there was a problem)
fwith the .June 20 tape. When
‘Mr. Nixon returned here, Mr.]
Warren said, he inquired about
ithe problem and was.told that
sthere was an 18-minute gap. .
- Miss Woods has been Mr)
Nixon’s secretary for 22 .years,
working * for him and, when
need  be, fiercely defendmg
him. Today her face and voice
seeming sometimes tense and
at other times appearing to be
annoyed, she gave an account
‘that observers ‘considered ' as
favorable to the President as
the situation allowed.,

Transcribed Tapes.

She said that she was with

‘the President at Camp David
the last weekend of Septem-
‘ber, and that her task was the
.transcription of the tapes for
his future reading. He listened
to the June 20 tape for just
a few mmutes that weekend,
she said, “pushin buttons
back and forth." His comment,
she said, was, “I don’t see how
you're gettmg any of - this, it's
so bad.”
+  She spent the weekend work-
ing on the Ehrlichiman portion
of the June 20 tape, she said,
and went back to the White
House Oct 1 with the task in-
complete. |

She was in her offlce listen-
ing to the tape and, ‘waiting to
hear some- mdlcatlon that Mr.
Ehrlichman™ had left the room,
she heard the beginning of the
Haldeman-Nixon, conversatmn,
she related.

Then she said, her telephone

rang. She reached to answer it,
and, “through some error; in
some way,”- she “pushed the
record button down ” .

Miss  Woods's testlmony
about what followed was some-
what confused. She said first'
that she'did not know whether,

/

3

Ishe had also had"her foot ‘oft!
‘the foot pedal or whether the
record button had inslcad
stuck; later she said she “must
have” kept “her foot on the
pedal. i
five minutes,”. then changid
that to “five and a half or 0;:
her conversation lasted “four

She nlso said that she thoug.ht
minutes.”

The machme she was usmg,

introduced in court today, was
a mode! called the Unwcrsa1
5000 produced by Urer. . ;

The ‘‘record” buiton is ne;;ti
{0 the “stop” button, ‘
* John Madaris, chief engincor
for the U.S. Recording Com-
{mny in Washington, which is

he distributor of Uher tape res
corders, seid it was “definite-
lly possible for Miss Wood o
have erased the tape..

+ “She could have rewound the
machine at & vory high speed
while the “record” hutton was
«down,” Mr. Madaris said.i “It
‘would only. huve taien a min-
.ute and a hai? to erase 18 min-
jutes of tape.”

- A foot pedal presented in
court this morning as the one
used by Miss Woods was not
[the Uher: model, which would
;have had to be pressed for'18
‘minutes for an erasure.

; 'It wouldn't make ' much
sense” to use a different foot
pedal with the singuifar ability
to play the tape forward, Mr.!
Madaris said. “One of the main:
attractions of the Uher 5000 is:
its versatility for transctibing.
It: seems ridiculous ypot .to usé’
the pedal that can go forward
and backward,” he sai 3
o Judge Sirica was plamly dis<
turbed by Miss Wood's testi-
mony, and drew from her the’.
‘concession that when she testi-
fied before him on Nov. 8, she
had made no mention of the
18-minute erasure.

He also asked Mrs, Vollner
'of the Watergate prosecution'to
‘read from the Nov. 8 transcript
what Miss Woods. had said
about - “precautions” she . had
taken regarding the tapes.

“Everyone said to' me,” be
careful, Miss Woods testified,
“[ don't think I'm so stupid
that they had to go over and
over it. I used every possnble
precaution.”™
. “WHat precautlon?” Mrs:
Vollner asked then, ..~

“I used my head, the only
one I had to use," oame the
.angwer.,

Miss- Woods :s to tegﬁfy
[agam tomorrow. ., -
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‘Anti-Erasure Safeguards'
‘ Of Tape Devzce Detazled?‘

7 . ByVICTORK, MCELHENY L -4
Speciat lo The New York Times |

! WASHINGTON, Nov. 28—
iThe' tape recorder that Presi-
dent Nixon’s personal secres
tary, Roie Mary Woods, has
testified fhc used to transcribe
a conversation ' of June. 20,
1972, between the President
and ‘his former chief of staff,
H. R. Haldeman, has built-in
protections against inadvertent
erasures.

An independent examination
and test with such a macjine
today ‘showeéd that to cause
an erasure, two.simultaneous
mistakes must be made, wheth-
¢ér the machine is operated by
hand or by using a foot treadle.

Experiments in using the ma-

chine, however, show that the
small, transformer - equipped,
high- mtensuy lights that Miss
Woods uses on hed White House
desk and typing table are ca-
pable of generating the kind of
sustained hum that was heard
during the' 18-minute gap yes-
terday when a copy of the tape
Wwas played in Chief Judge Jolrn
J. Sirica's courtroom.:
Miss Woods testified today
that she never used the Uher :
‘'Universal 5000 tape recorder:
before’ Oct. 1, the day that
Stephen .Bull, a. White House,
;aid, brought her the high fidel-'
'xty equipment, and the day that
‘she Jsaid at least four to five
“'minutes wotth of the gap was;
created.

. She repeated her contention’
that she used the unfamiliar
‘equipment, ~ frequently inter-
irupted by telephone calls on
several lines, in a state of fa-
tigue induced by 29 hours of
‘weekend work at Camp David'

in Maryland, in transcnbmg a
‘nearly inaudible tape that in-;
cluded a conversation on June,
20, 1972, between the Presi--
dent and his former White:
“House chief of staff, H, R Hal-
deman, ~

A séction of the recordmg
was obliterated, Miss Woods
testified, when, at the start of

ently depressed the light gray
“recording” key on the Uher’s
control keyboard, while keep-
ing her foot down on the Fideli-
tape FP-10 treadle she was us-
[ing to advance and rewind the
tape for transcription.

An independent test - today
showed that when the Uher is

operated as Miss Woods suid.
an erasure eceurs,

. By aiming her finger at thet
dark gray’ "stop" key and hltx
ting the adjacent “recording’
key instead, Miss Woods, withl

|by hand. Both atape- -advan¢?]

a telephone call, she inadvert-‘

25 years experience as a secre-«’
tary, appears to have ovértidsi
den a standard protection used
by~ secretaries who “are ‘dccuis=
tomed to- depressing ‘a- foot
treale so that both hands are
free for- typmg a tape tran«
script. .

Two\-Button Treadle \

In other’ words, during tran-
scription using a foot treadle; &
secretar%: need not. touch , thé,
control keybvard at all. To stdp
the advancé of the tape, all.the
sedretary must do is remove her
foot from the ‘Areadle.

here is a similar “fail- safe”
feature for most' tape record:
ers when they are. Operated

ing .and recording button usu:
ally must be depressed, On the
Uher; these keys are far enough
apart to notimally téquire us-
ing one finger of each hand. . ..
. For most tape. recorders, ‘the
foot treadle ' for transcribing
does not mvolve tecording at
all, .but” merely advancing and
rewindmg the tape. The treadle
Isupplied by Uher has two but-
tons, one for each operation.
The deehtape has a large plate
for advancing, and a project-
ing, perpendicular rewind bal
just to the right..
. The treadle used by Mlss
Woods takes only light pres,
sure to operate. It is also easy
to release. During a courtroom
demonstration Yesterday, after
a simulated telephone call in-
térruption,  Miss. Woods took
her foot off the treadle ‘quickly,
‘indicating thls ‘may be a nat-|
ural reaction.
" Pbotographs fshowmg Miss
iWoods™ seated:.at her White
House desk and typint table,’
which were exchiited in “court
today, - indicate \that - -Miss
‘Woods had ‘to’ stretch as she
answered a . teléphone "call ‘on]
a, call-director | at - the upper
left-hand corner, of her desk.
The indication' was that -some
contortion was needed -to keep‘
the toe of a shoe on the tradle.
Because Mrss ‘Woods recalls
fnly a fourlto-five-minute in-
rval of inadvertent erasing
on Oct. 1, and because of a
slight change in the tone of
.the hum about five minutes
into the “gap,” there has been
| speculation  that  there may
have -been two intervals of
erasing.  Little  information
‘about this -emerged during to-
day s testimony.

An. independent " test today
showed that both tones could
‘have been caused by a high-
“itensity lamp that Miss Woods
képt on her typing table. The
lamp, called a Tensor 6500,
'contains @ transformer that
croatea an electronie interfar.
‘ence that can produce a hum
‘0. tape.

" Miss' Wopds testified today
‘that tapes $ubpoenaed for Wat-

.ergate investigation were in her
jcustody from late September to! £
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NIXONS AIDE SAYS
: ADDITIONAL TAPES
HAVE BLANK SPOTS

ﬁ,v‘_—-\ v

o

e osc, rers

But Buzhardt Declares the:
3 Gaps of Several Mmutes >
Are ‘Not Surpnsmg

“,{\

.‘Spbkesman for White House
3 Insists That 7 Subpo‘enaed'é
3 Talks Remaln lntact "w
L it
ny LESLEY OELSNER ]

" Speclal ta The New York Times.-

.‘. PO

,Pnosacuron SKEPTICAL:

- WASHINGTON, Nov. 28-—
Onie of President Nixon's attorﬂ"
neys ‘testified in Federal Dis-
itrict Court here today that’
ithere were a “number”’ of
‘blank sections lasting’ séveral;
«minutes . each on subpoenaed:
'Whlte House". tape - recordings.!

* The attorney,.J. Fred Buz-'
‘hardt Jr; termed this- disclo-d
rsure ummport.ant. telling - re-;
‘porters at the midafternoon.
wrecess, “Don’t get excited,” and,
‘testifying later that the exist-:
lence ‘of the “spofs” was ‘“not:
‘patticularly surprising.” 3
"‘ i Leonard Garment, the White;
House: counsel, also -de- emphd-
'slzed the dlsclosure telling
:Chief Judge John J. Siricd, who
wva,s presiding over the heanng,

|mid-Novmber, - whén' the” tapés’]
‘were duplicated. It Wds notv
clear from today’s testimony ;
.whether - the “entire 18-minute
gap was created  during this

. There has been speculamon\
thls “week that Miss Woods
}mxght have caused the entire 18
‘minute gap by madvetently3'
operating the rewind bar-on the
Fndehtape treadle while the 1
“recording” key was depressed:
'on the Uher machine, Presum-,
ably,: she would ave done this®

by shifting her. foot on. they

treadle

In one test with the machihe,'
1t was shown that 18- mmubes"*
worth of tape recording at the
rate of one and seven-eights™
inches per second would have -
been erased by this method m
only 20 seconds. .

Other expenments w1th the d
machine showed that this '
method’ of erasure produced-a
variable, high-pitched ‘whistele
unlike the one heard yester-‘2
day in Judge. Sirlea’s eaurts
¥00, This variable whistle.was’
developed whethel or not-a;
transformer-equipped lamp near-,
‘the recorder was’ prodmng
ithe ‘recorder was produing *
eleqtro -magnetic mterference 3

Y

4

vihat the existence of the blank
isections was a - “collateral™y
matter and that its significance o
awould have to be determined|
by technical- experts, .
{ - Tonight the White House
‘press - office .also_‘attempted to|
‘make clear that  the “spaces”
Idescribed by Mr. Buzhardt were
:simply blank spaces rather than]
"'gaps" in which parts of con
vversauons had been obhtcratcd, ,
- ‘Conversations Are Intact’ : ’
:, On. ‘the ‘séven’ subpoenae
Yconversations,” Gerald L. War-
'ren the deputy spokesman sand‘
”wnth the exception of the 18-
dmnute gap [which has been
\mdcr inquiry In. court thls
week] “those seven subpoenacd]
“conversations aré Ihtact.” - 4
g But Richard Ben-Veniste, the:
member of the special Wwater
gate prosecution force who was,
questxonmg Mr. Buzhardt, noted!
‘that he disagreed with Mr, Buz.
hardt ;at least about technical:
dctalls of just what the blank
spats showed.” " |
:In response to Mr Garment‘
ob]ectxon that the testimony
‘about the blank- sections' was
Yeollateral” - to ‘the issue at
pand; involying’ an 18-mirute
japse on one key tape, Mr. Bens
Veniste $poke in.a* ‘clearly skep<;
tma! tone. “Apparently it's &
%oincidérice” that Mr. Buzhardu
first learned . of the existence,
f the blank spots the same day.
that he says he first learned
3hat the particular lapse under
\'hscussnon lasted a full 18 mm-
tes, Mr. Ben-Veniste said.

’{J - Expert Questioned .

Afber he finished testifying,
Mr Buzhardt made another un-
ipxpected disclosure. He said he
fiad been told that there was a
“remote” possibility that the
7matenal originally recorded on
hhe 18-mintite segment that had
jbeen ‘obliterated could m some
Way be "brought out.” :
i In his. testimony earlier, he
ad said that on Nov. 14 when
»he discovered the full extent
bf the 18 minute “gap,” he
nsked | {echnical  expert
rwhether the obhterated séction
%eould be.restored. He went to
Ea White .House technical. -ex-]
“peft, Howard ’ Rosenblum “of

YNSA" [presumably the Na-
tional Securxty Agency], and:
asked, “if there was an erasure,d
‘wids there a process” whereby}
‘the -missing . sound could be‘
“brought out.” -

. Mr. Ben-Veniste, who was§
pursumg a different point, did;
‘not ask ' whether Mr.. Rosen-|
blum htad answered affnrma~
‘tively.®

After. court, - however, Mr.
Buzhar?t wgsdasked hg:iv Mr.;

vweenblum had answer
.R i."\?epy uunlikely,” he replled,
s But when he was asked if
lt was possible, he replied,

lt was remote.”

The . original ;recording are|

P
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in” Judge Sirica’s custody and
are being guarded by United
States marshals pending exam-
ination by technical experts to
determine whether they have
been tampered with,

1t was unclar whether the
experts would r’y the process
that Mr. Rosenblum descnbedl
to Mr. Buzhardt. i

Attempt Is Indicated

1t was also unclear whether:

i

the White House had tried to -

restore the lost sections, - al-.
thoughi Mr. Buzhardt, in hi¢
testtmony, indicated that the
White House might at least

have taken a tentative flrst

step.
Just after his remark about
questioniing Mr. Rosenblumy he
noted that he had tried to
*duplicate the sound” of the
18-minute  lapse, a buzzimy

noise, and this, possibly, was
the first step recommended by
Mr. Rosenblum. The purpose
of duplicating the sound, Mr.
Buzhardt indicated, was to try
to determine what could l\ave
taused the lapse.

- in the afternoon session, Mr

Ben-Veniste elicited s number
of statements that add further
to the confusion that has arisen
since Judges Sirica began his]
ihquiry into whether the Presi-
dent was adequately complying
with the Watergate prose-
cution's subpoena of tape re-
cordings. and other materials
bearing on nine specific Water-
gate-related conversations,
. Mr. Buzhardt said under
:questioning, for instance, that'
he received last Aug. 13° the
‘samedocument that, he insisted,
‘Jed him to conclude on Novj
‘14, for the first time, that thé
pmsecutnon subpoena coverdd
the tape in which the 18-minute
lapse occurs.

3 Days After Break-In

That conversation ‘was be-
tween the President and H. R.
Haldeman,
staff, in the Executive Office
B\nldmg on June 20, 1972. In
the conversation, the President,
among other thlngs ordered
“public rélations” actions to be
taken regarding the break-in
three days earlier at Democratic
headauarters in the Watergate
complex here.

A document submxtted by the
White House to the court on
Monday indicates that the 18-
minute lapse obliteration the

dlscussmn of the public rela-&
tions action.

, Mr. Nixon had talked w1th
Mr. Haldemann beginning. about!
11:30 A.M., after talking earlier:
to another mde, John D. Erlich-.
man. The prosecution subpoena:
called for materials regarding
‘the meeting on June 20 involv-
‘ing Mr. Nixon, Mr, Ehrlich-
‘mann and Mr. Haldeman from'
“10:30 A.M: to noon (hme
approx1mate) ” }

‘Close Reading’ Needed ‘l;

The White House said it first
felt that the subpoena covered
only the conversation between
Mr. Nixon and Mr. Ehrlichman.
iNot until Nov, 14, the White
House has said, did it realizé,

then his chief off

. Ithere' were spots where there

jthat the Haldeman-Nizon con-f‘

Versation ‘was covered as Wwell}

1 Today, Mr. Buzhardt testi-
f:ed lhat a’ “close reading” ofi

a prosecution memorandum de-!
iscribing the nine conversations;
‘$pecified in the subpoena had{
led him to'realize that the}
Haldeman | conversation was!
tovered,

The memorandum states that‘
Mr: Nixon “met- with John D!
Ehrlichman and H. R. Halde-
‘man jn hi¢ Old Executive Office’
Building on June 20, 1972,
Trom 10:30 AM. until apprmn-§
mately 12:45 P.M.”. It alsoi
states that “Ehrlichman and;
then Haldeman went to-see the
President.”
§ .ludge Sirica asked if a “clost}
reading”
‘Mr. Buzhardt .replied that it
fwas because, as he saw 1t
there were really two meetings
that day and ‘the subpoena re-!
ferred to ‘meeting.” oo

Attached to Opinion ?

Mr. Ben-Veniste pomted outy
Ithat the United ,States Court
‘of Appeals for ‘the District of
Columbia Circuit attached the
memorandum to its opinion last!
Oct. 12 when it ruled that Mr.
Nixon must comply with the
subpoena.

. “And of course you studied
that opm:on’" the presccutor
‘asked.

L] read it, yes," the lawyer
replied.

i" Beyond that, however, as Mr.
Buzhardt conceded “when
‘pressed, the prosecution gave
ithat memorandum to the White
House last Aug. 13.

- Mr.. Buzhardt's testimony
about the blank spots on vari-}
ous, unspecified tapes came
after testimony about the proc-}
ess by which the White House
made copies of the subpoenaed
tape tecording some two weeks
1ago, with representauves of
‘both the prosecution and the
White House counsel- present.

Questlon Is Posed - °

It came in response to-a
iquestion by Mr. Ben Veniste,
whlch according to the notes
of the official court . réporter,
went as follows:

“In the process of copying
the tapes it is a fact, is it not,
!Mr. Buzhardt, that .the tech-
‘nician mvolved using an instru-
‘ment, was able to determine
lmerely by viewing "the instru-
ment while. copying that tape
that there were substantial gaps
‘on the tape which would have
been inconsistent wtih the testi-
mony about how the machinery,
operated, because it was voice-
actuated machinery, and there
should be no reason for sxlence
on the tape?”

o1 'didn't attend the: copylng,
Mr. Ben-veniste,” the witness
replned “I don’t know. I was
advised subsequently that there
were spots on the—you could
tell from the oscilloscope that

Ywere apparently no. conversa:,
itions on the tape.”
‘An Q:ulloscoge ‘is an elec-
‘tronic device that presents a
wisual image of changes in 31
varyi f curfent, such as those
mause by ,sound

At that point’ Judge Slrlch
%alled a l‘ée&ﬁu.

‘Was ' really needed:!
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‘The Tapes Devalued

: Dlsclosure that -another eighteen-mmute segment’of
the subpoenaed White House tapes has belatedly been,.

. found to be inoperative raises new questions about their
usefulness ag testimony. .
Discovery of this ‘“phenomenon,” as thte House"
;counsel J. Fred Buzhardt Jr. termed it, followed:earliér!
. revelatlons that the first telephone conveérsation between’
‘Mr. Nixon and former Attorney General John Mitchelh

" | after'the Watergate break-in had not been recorded and.

: that the tape had run out on a crucnal meeting hetwcen
)Mn Nixon and jobn Dean, - =~ C
The unacccuntably blank eighteen minutes climinate:
. the record of part of a conversation between Mr. Nixon
and H. R. Haldeman on June 20th, three days after the,
ibreak-in and shostly after the President’s’ first post~
i Watergate meeting with Johw Zhrlichman, ‘Richard G,
i Kleindienst and Messrs. Haldeman,” Mitchell and. Dcan.,
. According to Mr. Ehrlichman’ s testimony, Watergate and:
~W1re?aps were pnmary subjects ‘of the r:c. iing that pray
‘ceded the eighteen-minute blank in the Nu.on-l-laléc*nam
‘conversation. The unrecorded Nixon-Miichell telephone ‘

‘conversation took place on the evening of the same day
N

fJ & . . 4
~ These missing links, along w1th the non- existent leon-a
Dean tape of April 15, 1973, have sharply devalued, the
Atapes as evidence of the innocence or guilt of a. large
.number of prominent persons, including the President
himself. In addlticm, there are the: followmg puzzlmg
.phenomena: -~ #

Miss Rose Mary Woods Mr leons personal secre-l
-tary, has testified that a m.mber of key tapes are rens,
-dered barely comprehensible by odd background noises,:
even though Mr. Haldeman . had earller consxdered the
;"recordmgs quite- adequate, ' v s Covdr

Former White House aide Alexander Butterﬁeld has,
:descnbed the.recordings as highly sophisticated, whereas'
Mr. Nixon - portrayed it as an/vmexpenslve,‘makeshlft
;“little Sony” setup: - .. . CEil
; No adequate explanation has been ngen for the lengthy
,delays in turning the tapes over to the court o
i Finally, and most. discongerting, there is the fact that
-an undisclosed number of vaguely -identified tapes has.
rbeen checked out for unspecified periods of: time in the’
;absence 'of any discérnible concern for security. Mry
;Haldemans testimony, for example, shows' that qome
rof the tapes had been in his. possessxon both before and
‘after he left White. House employ... ', | °

t
Under such circumstances, -it is:not ' !surprising- thatv
“Chief District Court Judge John J. Sirica, in ordering lhe
itapes to be turned over to his custody on Monday, ‘said’
'of the latest revelation:: “This is Just another lnstance
+that convinces the court that it has to take some steps.

N l
- ynot because the court doesn’t trust the White House or

"the President [but because] the court is lnterested in see-,
ing that nothing else happens.” ... .. T

5_ What has already happened cannot be divorced from
#Mr. Nixon’s highly publicized “Operation “Candor.” The«
Presxdent’s counsel has conceded that Mr. Nixon, even
‘as he assured the Republican governors that there would .
be no further "bombshells," already "knew about - the !
s blank tape. Nor has Mr. Nixon taken' the long-prom:sed
limtxative of.'“full disclosure,” even after Judge Smca'
:stated that the court had no objectlons. i : ,'

DeValuatlon of the tapes’ integrlty, aleng w;th tl'lé
‘misrepresentauonn eontalned 1i tha. Presidans publig’
rrélations ef?anslve. ahly fmhar eredes Whlte Pouse
 gredibility. - :

P S/ M I
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" . By Oswald Johnston

g i Star-News Staff Writer . N

The Central Intelligence Agency has some
three dozen- American journalists workmg
abroad on its payroll as undercover inform-'
, ants, some of them as full-time agents, the
- Star-News has learned. .

After CIA director William E. Colby ordered
.areview of the practice two months ago, agen-;
:cy officials found the names of some 40. full-'
time reporters, free-lance journalists and cor-,
‘respondents for trade publications in their files,

‘as regular undercover contacts who supplied!
information to agents in the field and who are;
regularly paid for their services. :
" The use of foreign correspondents by the CIA!
has been quietly suspected — and feared — for;
'years by legitimate reporters who- have,
:worked overseas. But the suspicion has never;
:been verifiable until now. The facts were made\
known by an authoritative source.

7+ The continuing extent of the practice and 1ts
‘wide scope, which is believed to have been
‘scaled down since the Cold War tensmns of the,

'1950s, was apparently a surprise even to Colby,
who last month ordered a significant cutback’
in the CIA relationship  with journalists con-
nected with major news orgamzatlons '

NO LONGER to remain on the agency pay-;
roll is the one category of journalist-agents:
.whose continued existence could most serious-.
1y compromxse the integrity of the American’

.1 . press’in general and possibly cripple its ability

to function overseas.
To be phased out is a small group of no more

than five full-time staff correspondents w1th;
‘general-circulation news organizations who:
function as undercover contacts for the CIA
and are paid for their services on a\regular
contractual basis.

It is understood that three of these agents
have maintained their CIA contacts without,
the knowledge of the news organizations mm
wolved, but that the CIA sideline of the other’
twois known to their civilian employers.

" Sources refused to identi-
‘fy any of the reporters in-

an independent press is a'
subject fraught with contro-

volved, but it is understood —versy

that none of the five agents
who are bem? cut ‘off were
regular staff correspond-
ents of major American
daily newspapers with
_regular overseas bureaus.

COLBY 1S understood to-
have ordered the termina-
tion of this handful o
‘Jeurnalist-agents in: the tul
realization that CIA
‘ployment of reporters m a
ynaticn which prides itself on

Nevertheless, he has ap-
proved explicitly the contin-
ued maintenance of more
than.30 other CIA agents
abroad who are not strictly
newsmen but who rely on
some kind of '{1 ournalistic;
“cover’ - for their intelli-
gence operations.

g thoge to be main-
-talned ﬂ by ar the Jargest
category of journalist-!
gents A group consisting -

of about 25 operatives scat-,

x. {¢" “tered across the globe who -

,appear to the world as free-
{lance magazme writers,
‘“stringers” for news-
.papers, news-magazines
and news services, and
‘itinerant authors. (A string-
‘er is a journalist, usually

self-employed, who offers
‘news dispatches on a piece-
,work basis to news
‘organizations which do not
‘have regular staff members,
inthe stringer’s city.)

Agents in this category’
are not regularly identified’
with any single publication,”
and most of them are full-.
‘time informants who frank--
‘ly use their writing or re-
‘porting as cover for lhen‘
:presence in a foreign city.
Most of them are American
cmzens

MOST ARE paid du‘ectly’

_‘and regularly for services”

rendered, but a few of these’
semi- mdependent free-
lance writers occasionally
draw on CIA funds to pay
out-of-pocket expenses for
trips in which the agency’
had an interest or for enter-
taining a useful contact. ",,
: A second group of over-!
‘seas correspondents whom’
Colby intends to keep on the
payroll consists of eight’
writers for small, limited-'
circulation spec:alty pubh--
cations, such as certain
types of trade journals or’
commercial newsletters. It
is understood that most in
‘this group opérate as paid
‘CIA informants with the
fapproval of their employ-

Colby also intends to keep
up the quiet, informal rela--
ttionship the agency has
-built up over the years th.h

'many reporters working at
home and abroad and edi-
tors who for their part.
maintain regular, contact’
with CIA officials in the
routine performance of

-their journalistic duties.

No_money changes hands
under these relationships,.
either as occasional pay-’
ment or as reimbursement-
for éxpenses. In general,
the relanonshxp is limited to
&ccasig;n?& %u ches, invtep-

ows e
'satlans durin Bﬂfeﬁ%f@r-\
mation wou be exchanged i
or verified. Each sxde
‘'understands that the other,

is pursuing only his owni
tasks. ) St

"IN SUCH a relatmnshxp,
the reporter would be free’
to use the information he’
gained in a news story, an
,occasionally the CIA agent
!might thake use of what he,
-has learned from the re-
porter. Very likely, the CIA’
-official.would report the
gist of his conversations'

with the reporter to his su-
‘periors, orally or.in a wnt-
iten memo.. .
¢ In this group, sources
.indicated, the CIA includes-
,a Star-News reporter whose?
‘name apparently found its
‘way into agency files as a.
Iresult of contacts of this,
professmnal type during as-;
'signment overseas for thei
Star-News

* (Star-News editors have;
dlscussed this matter witht
the reporter and other:
sources and have found no
"evidence to suggest that:
-either the reporter or this,
'newspaper has been com-’
.promised.) . 5

.Veteran mte]hgence
.opetatxves are understood
to look with mixed feelings
on Colby’s decision to break
.off CIA contacts with legiti-
mate full-time correspond-q
ents.

On the one hand,l
*Joumahsts operate under:
'conditions that, in the eyes
of a professnona' <Py, pro-;

tvide a natural -‘cover,’’;

" combined with unusually

good access to people and:
: places abroad that would be
unavailable to persons m,
‘other professnons

THE USE of journalist-. -
agents is known to be
widespread in Communist-,
'bloc -countries where the
press IS government con-
.trolled, and during the
,1950's the Tass correspond-
‘ent who was also a Soviet
a]gent was almost proverbi-'
a . e

At the same time, agency.,
officials are known to
recogmze that CIA penetra-.
tion of the American press,
if discovered or even sus-
pected to exist on a wxde
‘séale, éu}ﬁl fur
IEISG thé & &l B y yun
mage at home and could
serlously compromise the!
reputation of the American,
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press. o
. For both of these reasons,’
sources were ,exlreme.ly.
reluctant to give any details
of the operations in which
journalist-agents were in-,
volved or to discuss their
éss;gnments in any but the
most general way. Sources*
who verified the existence
of the practice refused to
reveal how much the agents,
were ipaid or where they’

have been deployed. i

Colby himself is thought'
to be $olely responsible for
‘the dekision to cut off the'
‘CIA relationship with full-:
time stalf correspondents;
for gencral news-gathering
organizations. :

DURING his Senate con-.
firmation_ hearings ilast
summer, Colby promised in
the aftermath of the

Watergate-related discio-'

surer f domestic political
espionage that he would
.take pains to operate ‘‘an
American intelligence agen-
&y’ -~ that is, one witi

operations compatible with
.a democratic society.

i Colby’s cutback on CIA
‘use of the press is under-
‘stood to have been gov-
.erned by that promise. .

Nevertheless, Colby has’
privately justified past use’
.of the news media as agen-
cy cover by stressing that.
newsmen operatives were

"not as a rule used as vehi-

gles for planting propagan-,
a, :

As a matter of standard

‘operating . procedure,’
sources insist, an agent op-'
erating under cover as a
freelance writer or as a-
staff correspondent for a
‘newspaper Or news agency.
almost never had his news,
stories or articles “‘criti-
qued" by his case officer..

While prepaganda admit-:
tedly has been an important.
part of clandestine CIA
operations abroad, that,
function has been kept,
iseparate from the routing:

running of agents, even’
though both assignments
belonged to the agency's
Clandestine Services, under

,the Operations directorate.

-ACCORDINGLY, the.
extensive network of
dummy foundations through.
;which the CIA was revealed
in 1967 to have funneled.
:cash to such publications as
,Encounter magazine or:
such organizations as the
American Newspaper Guild '
.was not related to the use of
newsmen or writers as-

-tintelligence operatives im .

thefield.

If anything, the use of-
-Newsmen in this way seems
-to have been carried out at"
‘the discretion of station
‘chiefs abroad, with little or’
-nocentral oversight, -

, Until late last summer,
‘neither Colby himself aoxi
the top officials in the
Operations directorate had :

‘any precise information on,

& @
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‘how many clandesting’ .
agents were currently op-!
erating under journalistic:
cover. o -k

During September, in thg'
aftermath of revelationg.
.that the Nixon administra$"
-tion used journalists as paid’
political spies during thé:
'1968 and 1972 presidentiat
;campaigns, and in response !
:to queries ivom the press;.
'Colby ordered an in-housa
investigation within the
"Clandestine Services to find :
out exactly what the situay’
‘tion was. ) ' ¥

A final reason for press
.curiosity on this peint,
. which in turn spurred Colby
“t order the Operations:
. directorate tn search its;
‘files, was the published.
“disclosure that Seymour K.
Freidin, a c«ode-named.
{“Chapman’s friend” of the'

1972 Nixon campaign, regi-
larly Ipassed information to
-the CIA when sorking as &
syndicated colunmist in Eu-
rope during the 1950’s. B
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© *.. WASHINGTON STAR-NEWS
Washington, D. C., Thursday, November 29, 1973 o

- By Dan Thomasson =~ Cod
P Scripps-Howard News Service . o

The mysterious ‘‘national security'’ matter that
JPresident Nixon has said he hopes to keep secret in-}
‘vol\;es a covert operation by the White House “‘plumb;
ers’” to stop a threatened leak of highly sensitive infor-*
nation gathered about the Soviet Union. B
- And some who know about the matter believe. disclo-’
sure of its details ultimately would endanger the life of
a U.S. intelligence source close to the highest Russian;
‘_offlcial circles. oA

¢ “1 HAVE NO DOUBT that it is highly likely a life,
‘would be snuffed out,”” said one source aware of the
operation. “It would, in the words of the CIA, put an'
individual in ‘extreme prejudice’.” i

“ Former Atty. Gen. Elliot L. Richardson gave a hint,
of this in May during confirmation hearings before the
Senate Judiciary Committee. Explaining why he had.
omitted certain passages from notes he had taken on a:
meeting with Egil Krogh, former White House aide and;
“plumbers” chief, Richardson said: '

s
“They (CIA) informed me that the words left out .

there are still subject te classification, because their!
disclosure would prejudice an intelligence source.” -. %
Richardson said further: R g
“THE OMISSION . . . does refer to a genuine na:!
tional security item.” 0
Government officials aware of the various facets of’
-the cvvert operation also agree that threat of disclo-{
sure that the United States- possessed such sensitive:
information on the Soviet Union — and not the leak of:
the Pentagon papers or the U.S. position on the strate-+
gic arms limitation talks — was the real reason for
formation by the White House in June 1971 of the now.
defunct “plumbers,” two of those members later par-,
ticipated in the Watergate break-in, . A
Although most of those informed on the matter con-:
tend its disclosure would help the President’s case in

A 2

{the Watergate affair, Nixon has steadfastly refused to
-do so. . . L

THESE OFFICIALS say it would legitimize the for-!
mation of the ‘‘plumbers’* which apparently came
-about because of a ban on the CIA’s becoming involved.
in domestic intelligence activities and the refusal of:
-the late FBI director, J. Edgar Hoover, to cooperate
with the White House. . L
Nixon referred to the undisclosed national security:
“problem 10 days ago in an appearance before the Asso-{
;ciated Press managing editors in Orlando, Fla. 3
He said there is a matter “‘so sensitive” that the:
‘leaders of the special Senate Watergate committee had,
.decided ‘‘they should not delve further into it.”
. “I don't mean by that that we're going to throw the
cloak of national security over something because:

4. we're guilty of something,” Nixen said. “I'm simply

saying that where the national security would be dis-
served by having an investigation, the President has-
-responsibility to protect it, and I'in-going todo so.”’
. EVEN SUCH Nixon adversaries as ousted special’
‘Watergate prosecutor Archibald Cox and Senate Wa-’
tergate Committee. Chairman Sam J. Ervin Jr., D-
N.X., consider the matter an authentic national securi-
‘ty problem. . <
Ervin refused to permit the committee to probe more;
‘deaply into the opeg'eatien despite contentions by 8en, :
Howard H. Baker Jr., R-Tenn., committee vice chair-
‘man, that it was a vital “missing link" to the overall

“.. {Watergate investigation. -

L

Cox decided not to seek federal indictments against "
Krogh and his co-commander of the plumbers, David:
“Young, for the burglary of the office of Dr. Daniel Ells-
berg’s psychiatrist because to do so might expose the
i*national Security” matter. Although Cox could see no"
'direct link to the break-in and the classified operation, '
‘he feared that defendants would use it as part of their-
.defense. ;
. . The new special prosecutor, Leon Jaworski, howev-;
er, apparently is moving ahead against Krogh, Young, .
:and former presidential adviser Johni D. Ehrlichman ;
‘IN THE Ellsberg matter. Sources close to the situation’
‘say. Jaworski. believes he must prosecute and then
é.cr.oss;the national security bridge when he comes to it. '
{ THERE HAVE BEEN reports of “eavesdropping” in”
‘the Kremlin. And the CIA isreported to have been in-;
-volved in the bugging of the Soviet Communist party’
leader, Leonid I. Brezhnev. S

Information about the Brezhnev affair, sources say,-
iis contained in a 22-page report on CIA activities that i
thas been put together for a member of the Watergate.
:committee. - g
{ But those aware of the “plumbers’ operation say it }-

- {did not relate directly to this but to “an individual”

: who — the CIA had tipped the White House — would be !
:in danger of elimination unless something was done to,
. stop the threatened leak of some of the information he,
,'was passing. : i
:. At least one government official informed about the
goperation contended that not just one but possibly a;
{ “number of persons’ could be harmed by disclosure of
:the secret operation. . . S
{ *“There are ptople here whose families and friends
ystill are in eastern European countries and under Rus- ;
;.sian control,” he said, without explaining.

¥

operation came last summer when Ehrlichman, in
1 going over several known acivities of the “plumbers,”’
:said there was another matter too sensitive to discuss, -
© A piece of that information previously had come to.
‘the special Senate Watergate committee’s Republican
investigators through an undisclosed source. When
‘Baker pressed to know more, White House attorneys !
.briefed Ervin, Baker and their chief counsels, Samuel
‘Dash and Fred D. Thompson. . '

Since then Baker and others, including acting White
House counsel Leonard Garment, have urged Nixon to :

'[ "THE FIRST public indication of the national security .
1

.make it public.

*  While some officials believe Nixon has refused be-‘
‘cause of the ultimate threat to the intelligence source,

sothers believe disclosure could bring about eventual
irevelation of other activities of the plumbers along
(lines of the Ellsberg break-in, . . - wEh,

| Another of those informed on' the matter who ha§.
ibeen-highly critical of Nixon stated: “The only thing.
that makes me sympathize at all with the President’s
plight is the fact that, in this at least, he is sincerely’
motivated.” . S

)
oy

BAKER said yesterday before leaving for Puei(d
‘Rico, that if the national security matter were shownz
to be related to the Watergate investigation, “then Ifggj

. ‘got a problem."”

. . SR 2 2
Baker also said he told the commi iat it
lieves th'e ossible involvemeont of lhﬁ%ﬁ\ﬁ}"gﬂé}‘ S;z?@e;;
Jageneies” irite the brealt-in Itself deserved more invess'
tigation. ' , ) IR
" He refused to elaborate on what evidence he had, but,
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-said there was “a litile more” thttwhat was ‘contained *
ing,” Baker said of the Watergate investigation in gen-

gral. “I'm not sure we can

ghxs major “‘missing piece.

put it together,"

because of; i

.. COLUMNIST Jack Anderson wrote 'I'uesday that an
Vinvestigation of the White House plumbers, who have
-been charged in connection with the break-in at the of-
fice of Ellsberg’s psychiatrist, “‘might reveal that tire
Fentral Intelligence Agency eavesdrops on Kremhn

- WASHINGTON STAR

- 20 November‘ 1973

. By Baryy Kalb
Star-News Staff Writer

A yenuine national securi-
ty imatter raised by the
White House last summer ic
so0 sensitive it might bar
future prosecutions involv.
ing the secret ‘‘plumbers’
operations, former Atty.
Gen. Elliot L. Richardson
believes. - .

* Richardson told a re-
porter yesterday that infor-
mation from special White
House counsel J. Fred
Buzhardt was so persuasive
that he and former Water-
gate special prosecutor
‘Archibald Cox. had been
prepared for the possibility
that they might have to
drop indictments in the.
case. .

One informed source par-
tially confirming Richard-
.son’s statement, said he
was confident that Cox

‘‘would not have brought
any indictments which he
“thought would fall.’”” He
indicated that Cox had tak-
en the matter seriously.

In apparent oorroboratxon
of this, it was learned yes-
terday that federal indict-
ments.in connection with
the plumbers’ 1971 burglary
of Daniel Ellsberg’s psychi-
atrist's office have been
held up while the Watergate
special prosecutor’s office
studies possible conse-
quences to the’ allegedly
sensitive matter.

i

THE PLUMBERS were a
special | White House investi-
gations unit so nicknamed
because they were assigned
to plug news *'leaks.” .

* Richardson said the secu-,
rity problem persists for
‘Cox's _successor, Lcon A.
Jaworski. "Jaworski if he
ever indicts, might have to
'(drop the indictments) —
'it's that genuine," he said.

i While nobody contacted
would reveal the nature of
this matter, a lawyer for
one potennal defendant said

have had access to informa-
tion about it during his ten-’
‘ure on the National Security’
Council, and later ai the
Rand Corp.

The White House knew at
the time of the burglary
that Elisberg had given
secret Pentagen papers
about the Vietnam was io
the press, and the White
House also had information
that Ellsberg had given the,
documents to the Sov1et1
Embassy here, the lawyet‘
said.

, He 'said the mvesnganon
:of Ellsberg, which Presi-
dent Nixon has admitted”
ordering personally, was’
,aimed partially at deter-:
mining whether Ellsberg’
.had given information on.
the sensitive matter to the
‘press, the Sovxets, or any-
body else. ) TR

.p
o

IF HIS cllent is indicted, *
this lawyer said, *I would -
immediately subpoena cer-;
tain documents’’ which he.’
said would show why the-
Ellsberg operation was au-,
thorized and what its full”
extent was. ; »ﬁ

Rather than allow infor- -
mation about the allegedly.‘
sensitive matter to be intro-i

" duced at trial, he predicted,

the White House would re-
fuse on national security.
grounds to give up the docu-
ments, and Jaworski would,
be forced to dop the mdxct-
ments. :
President Nixon said at
his Saturday night press
conference that the chair-’
*man and vice chairman of
the special Senate Water-|
gate committee — Sens.
Sam J. Ervin Jr., D-N.C.,
and Howard H. Baker Jr.,
R-Tenn. — were aware of a
highly sensitive national
security matter in connec-
tion with the plumbers and
had agreed hot to pursue it.
It could not be determined
‘whether thin was the same

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100290001-5

‘leaders.”

" In an interview with Richardson Tuesday night, ABC

talk show,

host Dick Cavett asked whether the matter

-referred to was wl:!ether the C{jAdl:a% Pugged the Krem-
Richardson did not respond dire

vhnAsked about the possible bugging o¥ the Kremlmwa.

‘press spokesman at the Soviet Embassy said, )

* +don’t have any comment on that . . .
‘internal business of the Amencan people and we re-

frain from comment.” ;'

‘matter about which Rich-
ardson had been informed.

A spokesman for Jawor-
ski, reached yesterday for
comrnent on Richax‘ds’on g
disclosure, replied that
“‘Mr. quoerx has received
a briefing from the White

- House staff on some prob-
iems they see an the ques-
tion of national security.”

The spokesman said he,
assumed the allegedly sen-
sitive matter was discussed,’
but he said that Jaworskx,
like Cox, has not discussed.
‘details with anyone on his'
staff. Richardson said that’
he had told only one mem-.
ber, of his Justice Depart-:
ment staff about the matter. {

cox REACHED at hxs
homtte in Brooksville, Me. .
refused to discuss the situa-"
tion. He said, ‘I just decid-:

" ‘ed to make it a general rule
that I won't say anythmg"f‘
aboit investigations for-¢
merly under his direction.

Richardson said a press
report last Friday saying he
and Cox had been pressured
by'.Buzhardt not to indict.
certain former White House
aides was inaccurate. The.
aides mentioned in the re-
port were John D. Ehrlich-,
man, Charles W. Colson’ and
Egil (Bud) Krogh Jr.

“It’s not fair to Mr. Biiz-
hafdt to say that he put’
pressure on me,” Rxchard—
-son said.

“Buzhardt had brouaht to
my attention a very sngmh-
cant national security as-,
pect of the situation . . ., a-
problem that could arise if
‘asserted by a defendant,”.
he continued. ““It was not a

situation peculiar-to any’

particular defendant. He
did not mentxon any particu-y
lar names.’

. A member of Coxs for-
‘mer staff agreed with Rich-
.ardson, saying Buzhardt.
‘had not pressured Cox not
‘to !ndxct specifxc lndeu-

‘- But if no names wero
.mentioned, "It invelved the)

PN 5 | S .
rs’ Prosecut

Ellsberg was thought to

Watergate is'the

.>w

2D ED

(SRR -fy 54

" plumnbers, all ;
ardson said,

- HE EXPLMNED »ha:
:anyone indicied .in connec-/
‘tioir with an #legal opera~
tion, such as the (‘Hsber;z
burglary, coutd attempt io’
disclose the allegedly seasi-.
tive matter ‘*to establish the
vverall’ legitimacy . of. whm
they did.”" . i

He said the prosecutors at
lhxs point would have to

‘consider the possibility that
;"the national interest at
stake (in the operation)
‘creates an, overriding de-t
fense . . . to an otherwise’
illegal act.”

“It would be a very toughe
‘call, especially in the pres-
‘ent circumstances,” Ric -
.ardson said.

. Krogh, former head of the
:plumbers; former team
members David Young and
}G. Gordon Liddy; and Ehr'
‘lichman, to whom Kroph
sreported, have already been'
lindicted on state charges by|
‘a California grand Jury.q
iThey are charged with the’
iSeptember 1971 burglary of}
the office of Dr. Lewis;
Fielding, then’ Ellsberg's
-psychiatrist.

Krogh, Liddy and Fhr-/
:lichman apparently risk’
being indicted by a Jawor-:
ski grand Jury on federal:
‘charges arising from the:
same incident. So do two of
;the original Watergate de-"
‘fendants, Bernard L. Bar--
ker and Eugenio R. Marti-}
‘nez; a friend of theirs, Fes
lxpe DeDiego; and Colson. .

In September, attorneys;
‘Ior Colson, Barker and;
Martinez said publicly that
‘indictments were imminent
and that they expected thelr.

Jchents to be indicted. Buta

those indictments have been -

geld up without explana-
on

N ACCORDING to informed
sources, aggistant speclal
prosecumr Willtam H. Mors.

htad of the plumbors:
investigauon, has been told.

rizhg,” Rich

legedl
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‘tive matter—although he
“has not been given details—
,and has been told it poses a,
‘potentinl threat to any in-i
‘dictments from _his task
'force. ;

¢ He hds therefore deferred‘
‘the indictments while he
studies how the issue might
be raised, what his probable’
response would be, and
what ‘legal alternatives
‘would be available to pro-
tect his indictments.

Questions about what
constitutés a legitimate na-:
tional segurity matter, and
‘how far the government can
Justify étherwise illegal
‘acts.by claiming national
“security, have been hanging
over the Watergate cases,
,since the President first:
‘raised theissuclast May.
i In addition to his Califor-
:nia indictment, Krogh has
been indicted by Merrill’s
task force for allegedly
lying to the Watergate,
grand jury last year con-
.cerning the'travels of Libby
and former plumbers mem-
-ber E. Howard Hunt Jr. .

- Krogh'’s attorney has
argued that he lied because,
‘he was under strict instruc-
tions from Nixon to main<
tain secrecy about the
plumbers’ activities, But'
U.S. District Judge Gerhardy
‘A. Gesell rejected tlus de-
fense last week.

A
\

" THIS RULING seemed ‘to,
‘leave Krogh with little or no'
firm defense to the charge’
.and raised the possibility
that he might therefore seek
a deal with the prosecution-
and, in return for full coop-,
eration in the plumbers in-
vestigation, might be al4
Jowed to plead gullty to a:
less serious offense thani
lying to the grand jury. . }

Krogh, it is understood,}
‘might be able to corrobo-]
rate testimony by former,
White House counsel John
W. Dean III, who told the!
special Senate Watergate
committee in June that.

Krogh had said his orders.

for the burglary came:
“rlght out. of the Oval 0f~
fice.” -
. The President has hotly,
‘denied that he knew of the,
burglary in‘advance, and’
has repeatedly labeled lt
Millegal.”

, A-source close to the sxtu—
‘ation called it ironic that:
the White House, by clting,;
“national security” often in,
discussing Watergate, has
created doubt about all such
claims. :

*Here turns out to be a:
situation that clearly did:
involve, and does involve, a’
‘matter of national securi-.
ty,” this source said. “But
the likelihood that it will be,
believed at thxa point has
‘gone to hell

WASHING‘I’ON FOST N
17 November 1973

iCOlby, Helms Deny |
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Of Walergate Eﬂh‘y

‘By Laurence Stern
V]ynahlnzton Pogt Statf Writer

"n h

)
fone,

f
"rectors of the Central Intelli-

)gence Agency. denied to sena-.
forffal 'juestioners that they
'Ifatl any advance knowledge of -

;J,he«w atergate burglary. ;
,.Jrhc issue was opened up-

dyplng a4 Senate Armed Serv-

fces Committee closed hearing
yésterdny to hear testimony.

by free:lance writer Andrew
8t George _and by CIA Direc-
{ur ‘William E. Colby. - .

. But Colby did acknowledge
f,hat one of the,convicted
vWatergate consplrators Euge-
1310 Martinez, alerted.the CIA .
to E. Howard Hunt’s presence:
11,1 Miami late in 1971 -and-:
'agam in March, 1972, +.

»,At the time Martinéz was

,werkmg for Hunt’s burglary

{eam, which had alfeady bur-
'glarized the- office .of Daniel
E_llsberg s psychiatrist, - and
‘Martinez was ; also employed
" 88 Z \conuact employee of the

nColbys allusmn to: the Mar
tinez incident was made in a
.written response to a series of
equestmns by Sen. Howard
‘ Baker - (R-Tenn.), vice ‘chairs|
‘man of the Senate’ Watergate
‘committee.
~wAccording to Colby's . ac-
count, Martinez advised a CIA
‘Miami {field representative of
‘Hunt’s whereabouts and the
xreport was passed on to CIA
headquarters. -
.. CIA headquartels, said Colby,
told the’Miami supervisor that
¢he should not concern himself
with the. travel of Mf. Hunt
who was ‘an employee _of the
White House undoubtedly on
domestic White House busi-
ness of no interest to CIA,” ac:
iordmg to Colby’s latest: state-
ent. ~ ¢
% This incident ‘occurred se.,
Heral months after the \CIA
terminated . technical -assist-
nece 'to Hunt: including the
Supply of spy - paraphernaha
Fhich was used in ‘the Elis:
erg burglary. CIA officials
8aid they. eut off Hunt in'Au-
foust 1971, because they came
“the’ conelusion that the re-
*ﬁnests were » lmprpper—even
xhdugh they wetre made ‘under
Whaite House auspices. ® -
% One of the allegations made
?gst George, in ah article in
¢ current Harper’s, snaga-
ine, is t at Martinez fvas sc’
§etly reporting to- the'CIA on
e activities .o . the- White.
ouse Bhrglary 1:eam1 under|

The current and former di-,

i

¥
|
‘

\

RICHARD HELMS ,
+ « o former CIA director -

This was denied by Colby
and by Helms, in a separate
written statement.

Helms also denied a claim
by St. George that he had a
conversation with a CIA watch.
officer .the morning after the
Watergate break-in acknowl-,
edging that he was tipped off
to the operation. . , .

The .St. George ' article]
claimed the watch . officer
called Helms on the morning]
of June 17, 1972, and told him
of ‘the arrest 'of “the White
House crew.” It quoies Helms
as responding, “ah, well, they
finally did it.”

Helms’ statement, released
yesterday by.Sen. Stuart Sym-
ington (D- Mo ), said:
prepared  to ' swear that ho
such conversation _ever took’

place.” ,

St. George invoked the First
Amendment ‘in refusing to
identify his source for the re-
|port during yesterday’s execu-
tive session, aceordlng to Sym-
ington.-

The free-lance writer a self-
described .adventurer with a
heavy Hungarian accent, said
he would consult with officlals

of: Harper's before returning
tcf testify: béfore the Senate
committee riext Wednesday.

St. George was interviewed

. program, similar to that used

‘“I am}

at length earlier this week by
‘Baker and Senate- Watergate,
commlttee "minority counsel
Fred D. Thompson,

- Baker has displayed a per--
sistent interest in-the question
of possible CIA | involvement
in- Watergate. Symington, on'
the ‘other hand, has been a
staunch defender of Helms for,
having Withstood White House"
pressures to involved CIA in

unt’s superv sl L

Wil aly \xéh ¢ el i !

the Wﬂtergotu eover-up.
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WHITE ROUSE ONIT |
zTAKES ON NEWLIFE

;Omce of Commumcahons
Had Seemed About to Bev
a Watergate Casualty

l

} By JOHN HERBERS
‘1 Specialio The New York Times .
| WASHINGTON, Nov. 25—
For several months this year
1t appeared that the White
House Office of Communica-
‘tions, the touch and ready
‘operation that Charles W. Col-|
son used lastsyear to promotq|
Richard ,Nixon’s Presidency,
was about to become a casualty.
‘of the Watergate scandals. -

Critics of the Administration|
had charged that the office!
was too much of a propaganda
operation for democratic Gov-
ernment, and some of the Presi-
dent's advisers thought that
it should be abolished to show
that a new order of staff oper-
.ations had been established in
the wake of the Watergate dis-
‘closures.

Now, however, the office| -
has taken on new life and has
a prominent role in the defense
‘of President Nixon against de-
mands that he resign, although
Jt does not command the au-
'thority that it did befors the
iWhite House was weake red
by Watergate.
+Among other things, the of-
fice is directing a surrogate| .

last year when Mr. Nixon was
running for re-election, under
which various officials in the}
.Administration are publicly
speaking out in defense of the
Premdent.

! Director Gets Limousine

Around the White House,
where there is acute sensitivity
‘to status symbols, the view
that the- office has been sal-
‘vaged is bolstered by the fact
that the acting director, Ken W.
Clawson, was recently assigned
a limousine under Class A priv-
.ileges

Continuance of the ofﬁce fol-
lowmg the shake-up of the
.White House staff that began
in the spring is seen by some
.observers as one of a number
iof signs that little has changed
inthe way the Nixon White
\House is run since the depar-
ture of the President’s two
-chief aides, H. R. Haldeman and
John D. Ehrlichm: .~

The office, which operates
separately from the White
House press office, is unique to
the Nixon Presidency. It was
,established by Herbert G. Klein,
-who had the title of Director of
. Communications for the Exécu:
‘tlve Branch, when Mr. Nixon
became President,

:However, Mr. Colson, a par:
‘ticharly aggrossive Prosidential
_agalstant, took over. tha ofﬂaa
-,mev\ng Mr. Riolg with the
title but little authority —and
.uged it last year as an instru-
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gm.;ident:ﬁ, One of the efforts
I'was the surrogate program, uf-
tdbr whigh Cnhinet members
‘and other officinls were sent
;afound the country making
'3ﬁeches for Mr. Nixon, who

{
b

.- tration early this year and Mr,
ﬂgin resigned In August, leav-
f

i

© jtitle of deputy director, in
reBarge, He operates with a
- - 8taff of 10 out of & suite of of«
“fites overlooking the White
:Fouse In the Executive Office
‘Bullding.

i

)

€

-
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t for Fe-eléction of “the

litle campaigning on his
M. Céolson left the Adminis.

Mr. Clawson, who had the

iThe 37-year-old Mr, Clawson,

; eporter  for The| . )
& former repor i'+ This effort faded after the

ashington Poat, 18 8 chubby
pan with owlish eyes end af -
ispy voice. He is an unm-
%ashed partizan who beliaves

iff the hard ncll and the bares
Kauciten attack. A few days
when ke was filling in

ﬁring an emergency at the

White Mouse press office, hs

@Hk@d into a group of report-
s and sang out:

.4"Does anyone want a plece

é Chuck Connors?”

;. That was his way of asking
_anyone wanted to Interview,
e actor, who was there to see
e President hefore visiting
ssla aad the Sovlet leader

id 1. Brezhnev, whe had

BALTIMORE SUN
29 November 1973

Hunt is reported
'staying at Holabird

}
. Washington  (Special)—E,
.Howard Hunt, Jr., who Novem-
ber 9 was sentenced to a mini-
-mum ‘of two years in jall for
. his participation in the Water-
gate burglary, has spent some
itime since gentencing at Fort
{Holabird, Baltimare. .

{ It could not be determined
‘immediately here if the time
has spent at Holabird,
{ which Is not a formally desig-
nated detention center, counts
“‘toward his sentence. Hunt was
‘Btaying at a special “site”
there yesterday.
© Treatment of Hunt since his
sentencing appeared different
from treatment of the five
other men sentenced with him,
‘According to Larry Taylor, an
.information officlal at the Buy-
;teau of Prisons in the federat
‘Justice  Department, four of
Bk Loy S
) . Sturgls, Bugenfo R.
'Starfines and Virgllio R. Gon-
tere ordered to be re-

s

T2

5

?lkén A liking to Riri lest Buis]
fer in San Clemente, Calif.

fe Whén someone remarked
&nt he had never heard “such
® blatant public relations sales
oltch,”” Mr. Clawson said he
«dld not care, that several tele.
{vision and radio interviews had
#esulted from it,

& In this fashion, Mr. Clawson
:I st spring was running a cam-|
Pdign to hold the line against

ongressional moves to end
President Nizon's impoundment
‘ohf appropridted funds, deploy-

g high officials throughout
the executive branch as speak-
€rs and chordinating publicity
among Government public rela-
tlons agents in the departments
‘und agencies,

‘Watergate disclosures. Now Mr.
‘Clawson is conducting a similar
it less authoritalive effort in
defense of the President, In ad-
dition to scheduling Administra.
tion speakers on television and
radio programs, Mr. Clawson's
.office I3 mailing out Informa-
‘tion and sugsested lines of at-
tack  and counterattack 1o
,dega’rtment and agency heads,

ome Cahinet members, tak-
g advantage of lessened
White House control, have sald
th J threw the material away
‘and put what they wanted fn
apeeches, But some of it reached
the public in one form or edv

PYOWA
N

i

manded to detention centets
two weeks ago.

The fifth man, James W,
McCord, Jr., was given 1§
days to get his affairs in order
before starting to serve hig
time, ) :
Mr. Taylor sald, however,
that orders to remand Hunt to
a minimum dentention center
in Allenwood, Pa. were signed
only yesterday. The delay, he
said, was because Hunt had
been needed in Washington for,

uestioning in other aspects of ;
the Watergate prosccution, )

Mr. Taylor would not cond
firm that Hunt had been In
Holabird. He said, however,
that Hunt had been in the
custody of United States mar-
shals in the Baltmore-Washing-
ton area since sentencing.

Officlals at the Marshals’ of-
fice here promised a statement
on the matter in response th
queries {rom press,
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;; Fotmer Central Intelli-
igence Agency Director Rich-

ard M) Helms is returning to
iWasHington soon from his

post in Iran for another.

:rouhd of testimony on the
dgenéy’s role in the Water-
gate seandal.
. Helms" return visit has
"no ¢dnneetion” with State
JDepoartment  busincss,  ae
cordihg to State Department
‘officials. But the Wuicrgate
Lepeeial prosecutor's office is
‘undefstood to-want to Inter-
(view the former CIA direc.
tor gbout seeming discre.
‘panclgs in varlous- appear-
‘oncies when he gave testl-
mony. )
%, Tho Interest of the speeial
 prosecutor’s office 1y under-
Btond to focus on a June 28,
$1072, - memorandum  from
‘Helms to his depuly, Gen.
. Vernon Walters, asking that
the FEL be requested to con-
ifinc fts Watergate inquirles
iin Mexico to “personalities
jalready arrested or directly
-undef suspicton.”

# The Helms memorandum -

‘also requested that the FBI.
;“desist from expanding this
investigation  into  other
tuallg, run afoul of our op-
iérations.” '

Previous testimony by
“Helms, Walters and other
. CIA officials was that the
-Arenty never sought to limit
+FBI inquiries into the
Watérgate scandal’s - Mexi-
ean connectlon. This facet of
the cume-established & link

between the Watergate but -

NEW YORK TIMES
27 November 1973

-44% IN POLL BELIEVE.

NIXON VIOLATED LAW

2 . WASHINGTON, Nov.
1. (UPD) — A Harris poll released -
today indicated that 44 er
rcent of Americans believe that .

" {when the Watergate investiga.’

tion is completed, President
i Nixon will be found to have
yviolated the law. i
¢ The poll also showed that 48
iper cent of 1,459 persons Jues.’
~iloned Nov. 12-15 did not. bés!
[-lieve that Mr, Nixon was & mag

ol i"'eﬁm’ R n|zatlaﬁ5
iy Hirris sald
& gross.

., The po
i aded by Louly
‘that’ ft sxked

he
\'that ’ when

Helms Faces New Quiz'
By Watergate Probers '

. Review

arca$ which may well, even-’

28’

By Laurence Stern . :
Washington Poat Staff Writer ' s

glary team and the Nizon
re-election committee within
& week after the broskidn, .

Sen. Howard Baker (Rs
Tenn.), vice chairman of the

.Senate Watergate coramsite |

tee, said yesterday he has no
intention

of interviewing’ .

Helms at this time. Dakep: :

did acknowledge,
that he Iy
lished ailegations that the
CIA Infilirated the White
Haouea “plumbers” team and
the Watergats conaplrators,
Such  allc;silons have
been recently made by fops
mer CIA offi~ial Miley
Copeland in the patlonal
and  freelancs
writer Andrew St Georgd®
In Harper's magsstne. !
St. Georgte wag questioned
in exccutive session by the,
Senate  Armed  Scrvices

however,

‘ Committee yesterday for the:

second time in a week, Af-
terward, acting chairman '
Stuart Symington (D-Mo.) .
sald that the writer rofused|
to divulge the source for,
allegations in his Harper's.
article that the CIA had fm!
filtrated the Watergate bur.:
glary team, :
“The  authenticity of.
quotes in the article relating..
to the former Central Intel..
ligenée Agency director, Mr,-
Richard M. Helms, now am./
bassador to Iran, is still un.
certaln, unproven and unas
Upporicd, except perhaps by
gdurces whith . Mr, &t
George will not identify™
Symington eatd; - ¢

Feection of  Amertchns -
Mmonths ago whether they

lieved Mr, Nixon was “g° mag
integrity,” 78 per cent

of h(%‘h
said he was and only13
" cent sald he was not.

I showed 46
rhe was not of

¥ -In_ answer

e new
er cent sald]

i*h integrity
E‘whlle 39 per cent said he was, -

to 8 questl'gr;
i

looking futo pub.: |

1§
be

pet

, whether Mr. Nixon would ul
_mately be found to have brok.;

pen the law, 44 per cent
{'Heved he would be, .
. 8ald he would not be and
| per cent were not sure,

be.,.

34 per ceht:

-}

In response to a third ques.

i‘ftlon. 65 &

- polled said that Mr. Nixon
not inspire confidence while
{ per cant said that he did,

ity
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;

By Oswald Johnston-

Stiar-Nows Staff Writer

“ Former CIA director
Richard M. Helms has testi-
fied for a second time. be-
fore the Watergate grand
'La':ry about possible CIA

volvement in the break-in
at Democratic National
Headquarters and the sub-
' sequent coverup. Co
zgclms. now ambassador
o Iran, was recalled from
,liis diplomatic post for testi-
,fnony and appeared for
-#gbout an hour !esterday
‘before the grand jury, ac-
‘eording to sources close to,
the investigation,

I ..* Watergate special prosé-

tor Leon Jaworski’s of-.
fice refused any comment
oh the Helms interrogation.
But it understood staff in-
vestigators, following the
tead of Archibald Cox,
‘wanted to examine further
& memorandum written by
Helms 11 days after theé
-June 17, 1972, Watergatd
break-in in which he asked:
that FBBI agents *‘confine’
themselves to the personalis!
tics already arrested or di-,
rectly under investigation.' :

. THE JUNE 28, 1972,

NEW YORK TIMES
23 November 1973

IS

. By CHRISTOPHER S. WREN
%,— fprcial 1o The New York Titnes
ZAPOROZHE, U.S.S.R., Nov.
- 18—President Nixon remains an
; untarnished symbol of recon.
1 elllation out here in the Soviet
“hinterland. The Watergate af-
«falr means tittle or nothing to
 brdinary citizens of this sprawl-
, Ing industrial center of almost
. 700,000 people in the southern
 Ukraine, .
' “Yes, It was reported” a
iyoung engincer “said, *but 1
really don't think I know
‘about it
¢ His response reflected the
.cautious treatment that the
‘gcandal has recelved in the

.local Soviet press, The natlonal| &

‘newspapers such as Pravda and
‘Izvestia have been giving Wa-
‘tergate Increasingly mmﬁ atten.
‘tlon, though their reposts gen-
;feralfy run only a few para.
' graphs,

Passed Up Story

But in Zaporozhe, the local
ress has sidestepped the mat.
er, When Pravda reported that

Mr. Nixon wag willing to sur-
fender documents related to

Ukraine H olds N ixon Above' Criticismi

memo surfaced earlier this
month and stirred reports of
renewed interest at the
rosecutor's office in
elm’s original testimony, "
In some eyes, the memo.

tan directly counter to.

sworn testimony by Helms'
and other CIA officials that’
the agency had no connec-
tion whatsoever with E.

Howard Hunt and the other-.

onctime intelligence opera-’
tives who carried out the

-‘;.’lune 17 break-in,
;" This afparent discrepan.

;cy was

urther underlined'
earlier this month by an ar.
ticle in Harper’s Magazine.
It contended that Eugenio
Martinez, one of the five
con?irators apprehended
inside the Democratic head-
quarters and admittedly a
paid CIA informant at the
time of the break-in, had.
kept CIA higher-ups fully.
informed of the doings of-
Hunt and his colleagues.

THE THESIS has been
gharply disputed by all con-
gressional investigators
‘who have looked into the
matter. The Senate Armed
Services Committee held
two hearings earlier in the
‘month in an unsuccessful’

TURKEY
Miles

‘a_!

. -tWatergate. the local Ukrainfan.

dnguage paper,
‘Pravda, passed up the sto;

Farticies” from - Cx

on,

for|
i afe articles I
Eg::mw. Hainol and London,

)

Zaporizheka| iy, n for us means not the

Watergate Jury HearsHe

effort to press the author to
authenticate his claims.

.. Rep. Lucien Nedzi, D+
Mich., whose CIA oversight
subcommittee of the House
Armed Services Committee,
has probably carried out
the most painstaking study
‘of the relationship of CIA to
Watergate, has firmly con-

(tluded that the agency was'
.not involved and that the.

tentially damaging memo
s really innocent. o

William E, Colby, the

present CIA director, earli-

er this month prepared at:

the invitation of Senate
Armed Services Committee
acting chairman Stuart
Symington, D-Mo., a second
memo to explain what
Helms had in muind.

In it, Colby explained that
the original Helms ‘memo,
addressed to deputy CIA
director Gen. Vernon A.
Walters, was aimed at pro-
tecting two under’coveq
agents in Mexico from expo-
sure by an FBI investiga-
tion of what later turned out
to be a Republican Financé
Committee money chaist
through a Mexico City.
bank. [

i
> “HE WANTED to dig:'

« the United States and the So-
viet Union,” explained a trans-

’ lator, who said she had fol-

lowed the Watergate affair

. "When I first heard about it,

thought it must be a trick,” she,
sald, expressing a not uncoms
mon skepticism.

In Zaporozhe, Mr, Nixon haf
fetained the stature he womn
jwhen he visited the Soviet
Union in May, 1972, Some of:

he stopped In the Ukraini
capital, Kiev,
| "?e? i who

United States

your Prosident? anothey

he How York Times/Rav. 2, 1973 -

“We have told our readers
what they need to know about!
Watergate,” sald a journalist
from Kiev, “but it is, of course,

your internal affair.”

The hesltancy to bring up the
matter suggests a wish by the

the Kremlin has

made some accommodation.

‘man, but the §ymbol of &
of &

1 erk

“You must understand that

12

‘shred of

people in thef

elms
~ Agai

‘tourage a fishing expedition
lnt{)i CIA operations,” Colby.
said,

Nedzi has fully accepted’
s interpretation, both in a
special subcommittee res’
port on the CIA-Watergatd '
.connection prepared last
month and in private con.
‘versation theresfter. He
epeated his conviction i
an interview yesterday.
State Department offis
'cials_confirmed yesterdayy
that Helms returned from
-Tehran over the weekend.
Informed sources reported.
that he conferred wi CoK
by Monday, and he was
reported to have met with
Nedzi yesterday afternoon, |

When questioned, Nedz{
reiterated that the contro-)
versial memo could hurt
Helms only through misin-
terpretation. “‘Our record i3
complete,” he said, adding
that he and his subcommit-
tee had gone through “piles;
of memoranda’’ from classj- .
‘fied CIA files relating to the
Watergate crew, including ,
Martinez, without finding a
evidence of any,
invélvement. I

n_asked. “Why is thai?"

‘" The decidedly Ukrainian pace
8f Zaporozhe {s Interrupted by
Such stray wisps of Americana
48 an amplifier in a hotel blar.
Ing out “Chattanooga Choo-
Choo.” ) 3

But the citizens of this city,
preoccupled with their own
lives, seem othetwisé un-
touched by what is happening
In America,

Any discussion ahout ' the
United States inexorably pro.
ceeds to a plea for ec-exiat-
ence. “We all just want to
&ve." said. one man. “I want)

and ]
f‘“g-?" want to, 00 why!

T
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‘ByLawrence Meyer
Wrshington Post Statf wriur

Enilowing a deciswn by

' the Senate select Watergate
i cogumittce yesterday to sus-
- pend hearings on campaign
‘fidancing indefinitely, its
ranking Republican mem-
ber, Sen. Howard H. Baker

Jr. (R Tenn.), said it is possi-

bie'the hearings may never
resume.

The committee, acting on
a reeommendation from its
siatf, voted 5 to 1 to suspend
.the hcanrgs subject to a
c'\i' trom the chairman, Sen.
Sam J. Ervin Jr. (D-N.C.).
The lone dissenting vote
was cast by Sen. Lowell P,
Weicker Jr. (R-Conm) who
.reportedly criticized the
. staff and his fellow senators
;for failing to work hard
enough in the last several
months.

Following the committee
meeting, FErvin' and Baker
-told reporters they were sus-

i pending the hearings to give

* the staff more time to con-
. duct its investigation. Baker

,said it was important that-

« the staff have “hard facts”
f and “hard proof” before tes-
! timony in two areas of cam-
‘ paign i'innncmg is pr OHCiil()dA
publicly.
Baker, vice chairnian ‘of
;' the committec, said tnat the
i hearings can resume only
,when the staff says it is
. ready to procccd probably
some time in January. Gaker
said he “fully expeets” the
staff to come back to the
, commitlee and say, “’'Look;
vhere arc the \vninesscs and
" here is the proof.’”
¢~ Asked by a reporter if the
cquestion is when will the
“hearings resume, or will
i they resume at all? Baker
replied “It's a question of
! when we resume, but I don't
« exclude the possihility that
| we might not.”
.‘ The commitice still has
Itwo subjects of potentially
i great interest to take up in
! public scssion. One subject
fis the 35427500 in contrib-
utions by itk producers to
i the 1972 Nixon' re-clection
| ecampaign, The contributions
coincided with an adminis-
tration decision to raise gov-
{ ernment milk  price sup:
{ ports.
! The second area conceérns
.' @ $100,000 cash contribution

from an emissary, of biltion-

WASHINGTON POST
28 NOV 1973

@E@,y May End Wat @ffgai@

ﬂ@@;i"mg@

aire recluse Howard
Hughes made in two $50,000
installments in 1969 and
1970 to Charles G. (Bebe)
Rehozo, President Nixon's

close friend. The committee -

has received conflicting ver-
sions about the purpose of
the contribution.

Rebozo has reportediy
told the committee staff
that he kept the money in a
.safe deposit box for three

" years before returning it to
Hughes earlier
through  Hughes
Chester C. Davis.

In addition to these two
areas, Baker reportedly told

lawyer

the. committee during its:
morning meeting that he in-°

tends to have .the staff of
the committee’s Republican
members devote time to in-.
vestigating whether the CIA
was involved in the Water-,

gate break-in and whether.

Democratic Party officials

the break-in,

The delay in the hearings
was seen by persons close
to the committee as
strengthening Baker’s ability
to block resumption of the
heaxm"s and thus prevent

tostimony that could further
damage President Nixon on

this year:

had “prior knowledge” of-

the additional tapes would
be sought because, “We
think that ini‘ormation is
relevant to our investigation
also.”

Baker and Ervin sald the
committee’s staff also was
authorized to prepare a list
of other tapes and White
House documents it helieves

‘are relevant to its investiga-

tion so the committee can
prepare subpoenas. Refer-
ring to documents already -
requested by the Committee

from the White House, Er- ' !

vin said that if negotiations
to produce them fail, the
committee will
them also.

Baker said these actions.
represented a “broadening
of the inquiry” as a result of !
new information gathered
by the staff.

Ervin said the committee |
also was preparing to cite
several Hughes employces:
for contempt of Congress if"
they fail {o respond to sub
poenas 1ssucd to have them
testify in executive session
before the committee. The
employees have balked at
giving testimony except in.
public session,

Yesterday three Hughes
cmployees, Hughes Iawycr

Davis and an employee of

the one hand or demand —

that the hearings proceed if |
the minority staff can pro-

duce testimony about the’
CIA or Democratic officials.

Although these sources
said Baker had said noth.
ing to indicate that he want-

ed the
they indicated Lhat it was
not unreasonable for him to
make the cffort.

At the same time, Ervm
announced that the commit-
tee had given the staff au-
thorization to seek addition-

- al tape recordinzs of presi-
dential conversations. from
the White House. Ervin said
the commitiee would scek
all nine tapes being sought
by the special Watergate

~prosccutor rather than sim-

ply the five tapes the com.:

miltee originally ‘subpocnaed

from Mr, Nixon. Ervin said .

hearings stopped, -

13

subpoena’ .

¢ st ot +

-\ Davis filed suit in the U.S. -

‘Disirict Court here asking
"!the- court to rule that they
~may not be required o tes.

. .tify except in publie session,
The suit, filed by Davis as
lawyer for himself and the
‘others, charges that the
[shff has interviewed the
§ »Hugiies employees diring
the 1ast two nronths. Follow-
(ing these "intervicws, the
i suit  says, “dislortcii and
rspccuialive accounts of the

| information obtained” from .

i thosa interviewed appeared
I'in the press and uther me-
dia.

i | the committce “that he and
{ his clients stood ready and
i willing to teslify” before the
i committee "“but that
such testimony should be
| taken at a public hearing as
1, required by law.”

.y According to participants A

in  yesterday’s meeting,
; Weicker was sha”
i cal of the senators and staff,
:One source said Weicker
zsaid that it appeared to the

| public that the committee’

{was dragging. This source
. quoted Weicker as saying,

"“P'm getting tired of lookingj

,,Iike we're sitting around
,here on our asses.’”
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'Sources Say Segretti Told
‘Prosgeutors Nixon Aide

\
4
{

Haq Acted as Liaison

By JOHN M. CREWDSON

Special to The New York Times

» WASHINGTON, Nov. 25
Ponald H. Segretti has tol
Watergate prosecutors that it
was Dwight L. Chapin, while
President Nixon's appointments
secretary, who first alerted him

early in 1972 to expect a tele-| -

phone call from E. Howard

unt Jr.,, according to sources

ose to the case.

+ The disclosure appears to
contradict a statement by Mr.
Chapin, issued through the
White House after~Segretti's
role as a political saboteur be-
came known, in which he de-

clared that “I do .not know,|

have never met, seen or talked
_to E. Howard Hunt.”

© . Using the alias “Edward
Warren,” Hunt did call Segretti

in February, 1972, and from|

then until the Watergate break-

in in June of that year sug-|
gested, during subsequent calis|.
and visits, various covert ac-|

tivities that the 32-year-old
lawyer might pursue.

During the time that he was
in touch with S:gretti, Hunt,
a part-time W'..e House con-
sultant, was ualso engaged in
planning a*" implementing the
Nixon re-~.-.ction organization’s
illegal  intelligence-gathering
scher.. that included bugging
thr Jemocrats’ Watergate of-

. fi..s. Hunt pleaded guilty to his
; le in the bugging in January.
Strachan Was Liaison
"It has been disclosed pre-
viously . that Gordon C.
Strachan, while an aide to the
former White House ochief of
staff, H. R, Haldeman, acted as
liaison between Segretti and G.
Gordon Liddy, the Nixon cam:
paign official alsd convicted for
his part in the Watergate bug-

ing.

But Segretti's assertion to
the prosecutors that Mr. Chapin
played the same role with re-
spect to Hunt is believed to be
the first indication that the

former White House appoint-,
ments secretary had any knowl--

edge of or connection with
others involved in the Water-
gate operation itsclf. .

* Segretti eventually pleaded
guilty to three misdemeanor
charges arising from his activi-
ties as a Republican undercover
agent during the 1972 primary
elections, and is serving a six-
month sentence at the mini-
mum-security Federal correc-
tional facility at Lompoc, Calif.

+Mr. Chapin, who was re-
“portedly forced to resign from
the While House staff in Feb-

“appearance in April_ however,
. Mr. Chapin reportedly testified

K2

- contenders and report to him
- on their movements. o

- réau of Investigation in a series]
* of interviews early in 1973 that

:rary after his role in hiring

the ~ campaign spy becaine
k_nown, is a marketing execu-
tive with United Air Lines in
Chicago.

! Mr. Chapin, also 32, is one of
the few Waltergate figures who
have refused to appecar before
the Senate committee inves-
tigating the scandal. The panel
decided in September not to
.subdpoena Mr. Chapin after he
said he would invoke the Fifth
Amendment in response to all
questions. .
 During a secret grand jury

that he had hired Segretti, a
college classmate, to follow the
major Democratic Presidential

'But he told the Federal Bu-

he had never seen or possessed|
any of the materials distributed
by Segretti, and that his friend
had acted largely on his own
initiative and without any spe-
cific instructions from him, -

Mr. Chapin further told the
inquiring agents that hé was
entirely unaware that Segretti
had had' false publications
about  certain - candidates
printed. :

" The ‘Sex Letter’ -

‘But in his testtmony before|

the Senate Watergate com-
mittee, Segretti said under
oath that he had received close
and specific directions. from
Mr. Chapin in several instances,
and that he had, in fact, sent
him copies of some of the
bogus publications he’ was
having circulated. : !

:Among these, Segretti said,
were the scurrilous letter ac-
cusing two Democratic Presi-|
dential candidates of sexual
improprieties and another false
document declaring that a third,
Democratic candidate had been
hospitalized for mental illness.

Segretti recalled Mr. Chapin’s
telling him that the so-called
“sex letter,” which cost $20 to
print, had brought thousands
of dollars of free.publicity. He
said that Mr. Chapin had
“laughed for a period of time”
upon learning of Segretti’s
false accusations about the
mental health of Representative
Shirley Chisholm, the Brooklyn
Democrat.

Two of the charges to which
Segretti pleaded guilty in
September involved the letter
accusing Democratic Senators

Hubert H. Humphrey of Min-}

nesota and Henry M. Jackson
of Washington of sexual mis-
conduct. ' .
Segretti began serving his
six-month sentence two weeks
ago, and will be released in

March with time off for good}

behavior.

The daily routine at Lompoe,
gbout 200 miles north of Seg-
retti's Los Angeles .home, is

relatively lax in comparison|

with that at other Federal pri-
sons. The inmates live in bar-
racks rather than cells, and are’
allowed such liberties as sleep-

ing through breakfast if they
_choose. o

LONDON TIMES
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* Swedish intelligence
,f-;v‘ WOFkEd With CE A 9 :

Roger Choate
.Stockholm, Nov 8

Sweden’s Democratic Govern-
ment today fated rising

demands from both Parliament-

and the country to lift the veil
of secrecy shrouding the activi-
ties of the Swedish secret ser-
vice,

Opposition leaders told Mr
Olof Palme, the Prime Minister,

" -that there must be a rapid and .

open investigation of what some
newspapers have called “the
‘Swedish Watergate . © The
‘affair has resulted in the deten-
tion of two magazine editors and
also dominated the autumn par-
liamentary debate, which
opened yesterday, . .
, The political storm was
.started by a left-wing magazine,
‘which published in a series of
articles details of the alleged
activities of the Swedish secret
service krnown as the Informa,

tion Bureau, The latest article

‘alleged that Swedish intelli-
gence officers had worked with
Israeli agents, spied on Arab

-embassies and had broken into -

ithe Egyptian chancellery. .

" The magazine claimed that
the secret service had worked
closely on several occasions
with the American Central In-
telligence Agency, and through

'it had transmitted to Washing.

tton information abour condi-
tions in North Vietnam while
the war was on,

' Mr Gunnar Helén, the Liberal
Party leader, 'said yesterday
that he wanted an investigation

* into another allegation made by
the magazine that the secret ser-
‘vice had cooperated with, and
turned over, secret information

‘to, certain officials within the °

‘tuling Social Democratic Party

yand its youth organizations, Mr *

i Palme denijed that there was any
i substance to the accusation.

Mr Helén also asked for a
parliamentary investigation of
the Government’s handling of
what the Swedes call “ the secret
service affair ”. This concerns
the arrest last month of two of
the editors of the magazine
Folket I Bild, known as FIB/
‘Kulturfront.

On October 22, the two editors,
Mr Peter Bratt and Mr Jan
Guillou, and three other persons,
were arrested and security police
raided the Stockholm office of
the magazine

Mr Carl Axel Robert,

the

.apparently known only by a

.reports

block without having sole dis-

et

'

chief prosecutor, said the men
were arrested on suspicion’ of
spying. Almost three weecks
later, the editors were still hﬁﬁ,g
held by police without being

. charged. He said, however, that

he would formally press charges
of espionage, perhaps tomorgow.
At the time of the arrestsyMr

‘Robert claimed that electrenic

eavesdropping equipment $had
been used by journalists? in
operations which might thregten.
the country’s national secufity.!
Police said they found material |
in the raid on FIB/Kulturfront:
which allegedly compromised:
the secret service. '

The magazine’s allegations
shocked many ordinary Sweges,
‘who did not know until last
spring, when FIB/Kulturfront
published its first article, that
their country had a secret
service.  Its existence was

select committeé in Parliament
which was said to have received
on its work, from the
Defence Minister. '

Mr Palme, in a remarkable
interview: last weekend with
the influential - newspaper
Dagens Nyheter;, lroke his
silence as . pressure  grew
throughout the country and!
within his ewn party that he
should make a statement.

He said that the September
24 issue of the magazine
demonstrated that “criminal
activity had taken place”. The
journalists, under the protec-
tive mantle of “ freedom of the!
press ”, had made use of such
methods as electronic ocaves-
dropping, shadowing and false
identification cards. '

The newspaper noted that the
Printe Minister refused to per-
mit publication of his answers
to a series of questions about
the  Swedish intelligence ser+
vice’s alleged cooperation with
the CIA.. Mr Paline was, how-
ever, quoted as saying that
“ our intelligence service would
never favour one or other power

position
agents.” .

The Prime Minister denied
that the intelligence agency
maintained  an  “ideologicai;
black-book,” of suspect Swedish:l
citizens. He said it had a list!
of about 5,000 names which did-
not have any sort of ideological'
connotation. N

ofl ‘Swedish security.

s L e
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FREDERICK, Md., Nov, 21—
The day bepins at 5 A.M. for
Harold :‘Weisberg, former agent
of the Qffice of Strategic Serv.
ices and occasional investigator
for the Senate who for the last
few years has been'on a per-
sonal crysade to find out the
‘[truth about the Kennedy assas-
sination. .

Shortly after Mr, Weisberg
- begins stirring in the chill Mary-

land dawn, Penn Jones Jr., a
short, stubby newspaper editor
: 1,500 miles away in Midlothian,'
Tex., drives out to his farm to!
check on his cows, then on to]
dhe office of the weckly Mid.’
fothian Mirror. Mr, Jones has|
the same hobby. ]
Together, they are the un-;
official leaders of an energetic|
‘group of Amcricans who dou
not believe the Warren Com-
mission report that Lee Harvey
Oswald ‘acted alone when he-
shot and kiiled President Ken-.
‘nedy and who are stills
conducting private investiga-;
i tions into that assassination. | !
! Some of the doupt that has
arisen over the Warren Com-|i
mission finding that Oswald]|
was the lone assassin has’
grown out of a decision not to
relcase some of the testimony
taken in_sccret. Medical re-
ports were also .kept sealed
until last year, when an out-

allowed to examine some of,
them,

The dozen or more experi-|
enced trial lawyers hired byi
the commission to compile and!
analyze evidence apreed unani-;
mously that Oswald was the!
lone gunman, although there
was wide disagreement among
the lawyers about many de-}
tails, .

The three military doctors
who performed the autopsy on|
President Kennedy’s body have!
never expressed doubt that Mr.*
Kennedy was killed by a bullet,
that struck him in the back of .

the head. Almost all of the|.

critics have argued that the|
‘fatal shot came cither from the,
.side or from- the front, !
 And just this week, a former
“tommission staff lawyer, David*
‘Belin, published a hook, “You
;Are the Jury,” defending the
.commission’s finding that Os.
wald was the lone assassin and
attempting to rcbut the com-
mission’s critics. .

But even after 10 vears, Mr.
_Jones can be reduced to. out-
rage bordering on incoherence:
by a discussion of the official
.investipation. “There are delib-
erate crrors in the volumes”!
‘of commission testimony, Mr.’
‘Jones said the other day.

Mr. Jones, who i3 a retired
‘general in the Texas National
Guard and who has wwn na-
tional honors for courage in-
journalism, estimates that 100

sider for the first time was,'

i

to 200 people are still working!
full-time investigating Mr, Kcn-i,
nedy's murder. j

Mr. Jones is the developesr of
a theory that there is a con-”
spiracy in the United States to,
murder everyone who has any’,
pertinent knowledge about the
Kennedy assassination. Thus far
he has compiled a list of 72

suspicious deaths and says there
may be more than 100.

Mr. Jones tends to agree In
principlc with New Orleans Dis-
trict Attorney Jim Garrison that
President Jennedy was killed
by the Federal Goverament
with the conrivance of the Fed.
eral Bureawn of Investigation and
the Central Intelligence Agency
and af lcast ‘the tacif™approval’
of the late President Johnson.

Mr. Weisberg, who has pub-.
lished fcur well-received and’
carefully rescarched boocks
about the assassination, says
zthat the circumstances of Mr.
Kennedy’s murder cry out con-
ispiracy., He says he views the
‘Warren Commission investiga-
tion as a “‘whitewash,” the name
he gave to three of his books.

Most of the doubt about the
Warren Commission's finding
thas been based on conflicting
istatements by witnesses. But
.these views have been backed
‘in recent years by scientific in-
.quiry,

Dr, Cyril H. Wecht, coroner
of Allegheny County, Pa., (Pitts-
burgh) said last year after
;studying autopsy material that
thad been kept secret for almost
ieight years: “From a hard phys- .
ical evidentiary standpoint, !
there was more than one person '
shooting.”  The . single-bullet |
theory is absolute nonsense.”

The Warren Commission con-. |
cluded that one hullet pierced .
President Kennedy's neck, went
through the chest of then Texas |

1Governor John B. Connally Jr., -
iand then on through Mr, Con-
" nally’s wrist into his lcg.

“Once that theory is de-!
stroyed, we must conclude that !
more than one person fired,”
said Dr. Wecht, who is past
président of the American aca-
demy of Forensic Sciences. ’
1 A theory that President Kene
nedy’s assassination was ar-
ranged by munitions makers .
‘|has hcen ‘made into a movie, !
‘1 “Executive Action.” !
| The movie is based on &'
Ipovel by Mark Lane, a New
] York City lawyer who was one
‘|of the early critics of the War-
ren Commission and who pub-
lished a book, “Rush to Judge-
ment,” which was critical of
the’ commission’s investigation, .

Among the . majority of .
Americans eithér convinced or
“open to the idea that others
besides Oswald were Involved
in the assassination—=64 per
eait In 1 Gallup poll released

.nedy’s
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Critics S till Doubt Forum Airs
Slayer Was Alone

By MARTIN WALDRON

", Speetal 1o The New York Times

Plot Theory|
In Killings |

i By John Hanrahan

}’; Washinigion Post Btaff Writer™ - °
# A myriad of conspiracy the-
f%rieg, including one z}ttempi-t
dngto link thé'aésassiriatipn of
‘Bresident John F. Kennedy to
‘épme of thé figures Involved
jin the Watergate aftair, ‘wera
iralsed yesterday on the con.

luding day of a two-day eon-|
Ference hers on poiltical assas-
Xlnations of the last decade.|
%l Vartous theorists at the con-|

Brence at Georgetown Uni-

Wersity's Geston Hall atlrib.!

dited President Kennedy's as-
;é}lssinatlon to organized
cHmé, the CIA, anti-Castrd
"Qubans, big businessmen, t‘he\
:‘_lgte Pre_side_t,zt Lyndon 3R.
idohnson, soldiers of fortune or
‘bmbinations of these ele.
ents. C
1410 most instances, the theo-
;ﬁes were old onés brought up
ith date. While some theorists
‘exonerated Lee Harvey Os-
iwald of the. assassination of
‘President ‘Kennedy, others
%s;zid Oswald may have been a
‘minor figure in a large con-
%bjr’acy. .

- What was different “about :
‘the .discussions from those of{,
;t{‘hglieg years was the apparent .

Iwidespread feeling that the
?Watergate affair and cover-up

‘had links 'to President Kenne-|'
idyf"é assassination in Dallas 10|

yéars ago last Thursday.

* iAlthough the conferendel
‘'spbnsor, the private,, Washing- |
‘top-based Committee to Inves-|

tigate Assassinations (CTIA),
hdd not listed Watergate on
‘its program, the issue was]
bfpught up yesterday after-

hdon by Chicago-based gadfly

in January, 1967-—was Presi-
dent Johnson. )

Leo Janos, a Time magazine
writer and a former Johnson
aide, said that President John-
son had told him & .short time
before his death that he had
never believed Oswald . acted
alone. '

Writing in . The Atlantic
Monthly, Mr. Janos said that
President Johnson had told him
that “a year or so before Ken-
eath, a C.1A.-backed
assassination te3rHny been
picked up in Havana, Johnson
speculated that Dallas had been
a retaliation for this thawvarted
atiempt” to kill Cuban Premier
Fidel Castro.

#

" ‘Slierman Skolnick, who was in
the audience. A sizable por-
tion of the audience of about
200 persons appeared to. $up-
port Skolnick’s successtul Jpt-
fobt to put Watergate on tje
agenda. C 4
 Skolnick, the chief propg;
nént of the theory that therel
was deliberate sabolage in the
plane crasn that -last Deeem:
ber killed Dorethy Huni, wife )
of Watergate conspivator T
Howard Hunt 3., stiveed yp
the conference By - nesifoning !
what he alleget wore possib
littks between the CIA and the
CTIA. A
¥4 questioned why the céasl
fotewr: was heine held on "al
CIA =ampus” n reference to
CIA-sponsored resenrsh bl |
has  peen  arisd ol atf
Georgetow:  swd  suggested|
that at lesd Gwe prowinent|
'CTIA memvers have ridden
CJA ies. '
+ ,One of the panelists, Dr.
Rithard Popkin, professor. of
philosophy at Washington Unj
‘versity ol 8L Louis, sajd thai
.mauy  other countries acve
;h@d political zssassination con-
sp}rncies, yet American offi-
,cidls here would have the na-
tion believe that the assassi-
hations of the last decade;
‘hdve been: carried out by “aj
lone nut.” Popkin said the’
Watergate affair, with its;
“¢onspiracy ly re-elect the’
President,” sheuld convince:
Arhericans once and for all.
that conspiracies do exist and,
that President Kennedy . was
the vietim of one. - -
<" Althqugh none of the panel-
sts dealt specifically in their
prepared remarks with links
between Watergate and Presiv|
dent Kennedy’s murder, vari-|
'ous members of the audience
contended that there may ex-
ist evidence to show that per-|
sons arrested in the break-in:
af® Democratic Headquarters:
An:the Watergate also were in!
Dallas on the day of Mr. Ken-.
nedy’s assassination,
< Ramparts magazine

and

" ‘many underground and smaller

‘dirculation publications have '
guggested. jn recent months®.
that  theré may be direct;
links between the Dallas shoot-!
ing and the Watergate affair.
but, as some members of the
-audience said yesterday, the
major news media have ig-{.
.ndred this possible connection. [%
. 'Peter.Dale Scott, author and
professor at the University of
glifornia’ at Berkeley, said
‘there were “lessons of Water-
gate” that should be applied
to:examining what he said was
the ‘“cover:up” of the facts
about the Kennedy assassina-
tion. . .
fThe Watergate affair also
showed, he said, that the per-
sdlfis livolved in the , cover-up
ne "ot necessarlly  have
Béen Involved In- thoe original
erfime’ He sald he suspects
thls was the case in the inves-
tgation of Mr. Kennedy's
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‘murder, '
In a8 morning panel dlscus

sion, authors of various books|

and articles:on political assas-
‘sinations expressed frustrat-
fon over notibeing able to in-

terest manE? news media in|

newly discavered evidence or
theories relating to the polit-

EE R 3

“tordo more ihvestigative re.

miirders. ; :
Although some . panelisis

said they felt there was a new

willingness by the: news media

potting as -a ‘I‘éNIt ‘of the
Watergate affait” others said
there was still astrong reluc-
tance in the media to re-open

fcal murd‘Frs and attempted

WASHINGTON STAR
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tigns.

B3 Mike Winship
o Special to the Star-News ,
Their investigators work out of a
-crowded office in a 16th Street apart-

ment building. Taped to the door is a -

piece of scrap paper with the scrawled
_letters “'CTIA"—the office's only identi.
fication.

. Inside, the small rooms are packcd
“with books, papers and filing cabinets.
" An oscilloscope and several radios sit
‘near a window, and the walls of one cu-
.bicle are covered -with maps of Texas
-and England.

i The initial undercover look of the of-
fice disappears with the appearance of
i Bob Smith, director of rescarch of the
: Committee fo Investigate Assassina-
"tions. .
1 **‘Are you looking for Bud?" he asks,
and picks up a hght coat. ‘“He's over ax

'his oﬂ'xon, Let's go.'

i Wait d minute—are those maps being
.used to track down the escape routes of
professional assassins? Oh, no, Smith
. shakes his hcad and gives a pained look.
.*‘Our sccretary, Andrea, just joined
T‘ri‘ple A. She puts them up for decora-
: tion.™”

1 THE COMMITTEE to !nvcsngatc
Assassinations, organized in 1969, be-
‘lieves that the official explanation for
the murders of the Kennedys, Martin
Luther King Jr., Malcolin X, American
‘Nazi leader George Lincoln Rockwell,
,and the shooting of George Wallace'
- have been wocfully inadequate. o
i. Privately funded, the committee has
i two full-time, unpaid staff members in
ithe network of “‘doctors, lawyers, writ-
iers, architects, housecwives, Indians,
*par‘anmds and hardheads around the
- country who have become amatecur
i sleuths attempting to uncover what they
i think may be the true slones behind the
, shootings.
| The amount of rescarch matcerial in
: existence is staggering. By Smith's csti-
i mate, the National Archives has ten
i times morce documentary ecvidence
¢ about the murder of John Kennedy than
' is contained in the entire 26 volumes of
_the Warren Commission Report.

As chicf counscl to the Scnate sub-
committece on administrative practice
‘and procedure from 1964-1968, Fenster-

lnvestigatmns of

assassina-|

30 M// Tor

" wald wamcd to sce a scpamte Scnate

| investigation'into the Kennedy assassi-
" nation.
" The chau‘man of the committee, at
that time, Sen. Edward Long, was una-
"ble to act on the suggestion because ‘of
re-clection troubles in Missouri (he was
defeated in the 1968 Democratic pri-
mary by Thomas Eaglcton) and a Life |
magazine article that accused him of |
secret dcalmgs with the Teamsters Un-
ion.

Fensterwald went into pnvate 1:;r.'.u:'*l
tice and procecded to organize CTIA'S"
team of investigators. -

‘The CTIA cfforts soon expanded into ;
other cases besides the first Kennedy !
assassination—Martin Luther King Jr.,
Malcolm X, Rockwell, and Robert Ken-
nedy. !

Events forced cxpansion of their in- |
vestigations: ‘‘We couldn't help but '
worry about the Wallace shooting, too."”
CTIA is especially intcrested in bow |
Wallace's would-be assassin, Arthur
Bremer, was able to afford his travel
around the country in pursuit of his vic- .
]

tim. . o
CTIA has accumulated a massive sys-,

tem of files of material collected from'

around the world. Most of the docu-
ments, articles, and copies of dcclassi-
ficd material will be turned over to-
Georgetown University’s library for
safe-keeping.

But the committee sees its function as
much more than a depository for infor-
mation. “We're sort of the leading edge
of the ‘Let's solve the murder move-
ment,’’’ Fensterwald said.

- They have filed scveral lawsuits to
release information still withheld in the
various cases, and they lobby on the Hill
for legislation to declassify restricted
material and reopen official investiga-
tion.

Also on hand is a list of more than‘
25,000 names of people who have been .
mvolvcd in the vanous investigations to
date.

“You'd be surprlsed fuow many names
keep cropping up,” Fensterwald com-.
mented. “*Not necessarily with any
criminal connection—but when Frank:
Sturgis’ name came, up in the Watergate
case, we knew who he was. " .

16

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100290001-5

e [ad

I

-~1’7 1A :“"1@

STURGHIS, one of the five men arrest--
ed in the Watergate oifices of the Demo-
crati¢ National Committee, lived in
Miami at the time of the John Kennedy -
assassination under the name of Frank
i Fiorini. He ran a group called ““The In-
]ternahonal Anti-Communist Brigade,”
land one of its members, according to
‘Fcnstcrwald later claimed that Lee
1Harvcy Oswald had attempted to infil-
I'tratc the group. But, added Fenster-
wald, the FBI ““had no record of Os-
lwald's being in Miami.” .
! A subpoena to appear before the Seite
:Watergate Comimittee is taped to Fen-’
Isterwald's bookcase. He is serving as a
"defense counsel to James McCord, an-,
‘other of the Watergate Five. -

Does McCord sce any conflict of inter-
‘est with private investigation that might
draw cven a tenuous link between Wa-
tergate and misdeeds of the past?

“Jim McCord was well aware of my

_hobby before 1 became his lawyer,””

Fensterwald stated. ‘‘He has never
helped or hindered us. The only thing I
rhave against Jim is that he's such a
strmght Mcthodist.”

“Even before Watergate, 1 refused te
“write off anything as preposterous,’ he
added. *‘But before that happened, we
-have had a theory in this country that
goes back well over 100 years, and it has
to do with our national ego. You can
“have a political conspiracy in France.
_Guatemala, Russia or anywhere — po-
litical murders are often committed by
a political group for political reasons —
but in this nation we have been so pure,
so democratic and unviolent that only a
nut could perform an act like that.”

It's that attitude that has kept the offi-
.cial investigations of assassinations
_from being complete, Fensterwald be
. lieves.

' ““In all of these case, the sloppy work

.that’s been done, whether accidentally
’or on purpose, would never.suffice ir
:the average murder case,” he claims.

bof John Kennedy had been John Doe,
‘a coroner’s jury would have demandec
considerably better proof than the War-
ren Commission got.””
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By John Mathews

"4 Star-News Stagf Writer

The experts and buffs du-
-tifully extend their hands to
. an aide at the registration
, desk who brands them with
‘an inked slamp reading:

“Commitice to Jnvestigate
. Assassinations.” ~

Then, they move to seats
. in cavernous Gaston Hall at’
“Georgetown University to

- hear the lawyers, research- «

ers and writers dispute the
- official versions of the kill-
ings of John F. Xennedy,
- Robert F. Kennedy, Martin
Luther King Jr., George
*Lincoln Rockwell and the
. attempt on the life of Gov.
George C. Wallace. )
Yesterddy, the proceed-
ings at the Conference on a

Decade of Assassinations
Lawyers -

were | low-key.
spoke of new attempts to
"reopen the cases of Sirhan
Sirhan and Jamies Earl
Ray. A forensic pathologist
and medical examiner dis-
puled the autopsy report on
.John Kennedy. And, a for-

mer CIA agent described.

how the Psychological
Stress_Evaluator can give
-some indication whether a

“recorded voice is telling the .

truth. :

TODAY, the final sessions

.of the conference should
erk up as the talk gocs

cyond disputing the find- .

“ings of the Warren Commis-
sion and past trials and
delves into the scores of
conspiracy theorics for the
political assassinations of
the last decade.

In a keynote talk, author
~Norman Mailer gave a phil-
- esophical rationale for hold-

ing the conference deliber-
ately timed to coincide with
the 10th anniversary of the
Dallas assassinaiion of
President Kennedy.

e

!

S LS

a nation' decides to alienate
ilscll from its history, what
we have got is a condition of
apathy . . . known as those

ycars before totalitarian- -

ism,"” he said.

Lawyers now represent-
ing Sirban and Ray beth
- maintained that :carlier
courtroom defenses were
inadequate and that ballis-
tics evidence indicated they
were not the killers of Rob-
ert Kennedy and Martin
Luther King.

* Robert Hanson contended
that Sirhan was physically
not in a position to shoot
Kennedy, although he did
shost bystanders. Someone
else killed Kennedy, he
said. .

JAMES LESAR, who now

represents Ray, the convict-
ed killer of Dr. King, said-

he was “framed” and that
unknown conspirators re-
sponsible for the actual
slaying are still at large.,

. The 6th U.S. Court of Ap-

peals is expected to rule
soon on whether Ray is citi-
tled to a new hearing. on

cvidence which was not in- -

troduced previously, Lesar
added. -
The convicted killer of

‘George Lincoln Rockwell, -

the American Nazi Party
leader, was defended by a
non-lawyer, Meredith Rode,

an art professor at IFederal .

City College here. Former
Nazi John Patler, who was
sentenced to 20 years for
the Aug. 25, 1967 killing by
‘Arlington Circuit Court,
should be given a new trial,
‘Rode said. because of nu-
merous contradictions ‘in
the cvidence. )
Rode, who taught a class
in which Patler was en
rolled while free on bail and
became convinced of his
innocence, said his case at-
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the tripger on Arthur Bre-
mer,” Van Doren said. -

The chief witness against
Brenmer, he added, was his
own diary, which appears 1o
be more a fabricated work
than an actual record of his
activities. Van Doren indi-
cated that Bremer was
probably manipulated by
others. Ile questioned why
the Watergate investiga-
tions have not disciosed any
evidence of '‘dirty tricks"
apainst Wallace, who ap-
peared to be the leading
candidate for"the Demo-
cratic presidential nomina-
tion at the time of the
shooting.

VAN DOREN provided

. one of the few moments of

comic relief at the confer-
ence when he said Bremer
-had a ‘'spook mentality,””
then added, “I apologize to
any spooks who may be
here.” o
Much of the talk at the
opening scssion dealt with
disputing the “single-bullet
theory” of the assassination
of President Kennedy: the
official Warren Report ver-
sion that the same bullet

- struck both Kenncdy and

then Texas Gov. John Con-
nally. Dr. Cyril II. Wecht,
the coroner of Pittsburgh
and Allegheny County, Pa.,
said the scientific evidence
supports the critics who
dispute the theory.

° In August 1972, Wecht

was allowed ‘to view medi-..

cal evidence at the National

~Archives, but did not sce

the preserved brain of Ken-
nedy, microscopic slides of
tissuc removed from bullét
wounds and some photos.
Wecht said he does not
know whether the Kennedy

- family has withheld the evi-

ldence but thinks it is in the
Archives, L .
The bullet recovered at

" Watergate

brain,

- . [y
- with the rifle Lee Harvey

Oswald allegedly used, but

Weeht said he considers it a

“plant.” He would not spec-
ulatc on its origin. -

" AS HE has in the past, .
Wecht severely exitivized '/,
the official autepsy -
periormed by wistifary doc-
tors at Bethesa. Nav
Hospsital. The i P
thoropists “"gid whe

superior officers

to do,” he said, including
failing to track the path.of .
the other bullets thonugh
Rennedy's brain,

Conference spansers, iue
cluding Bernard fenster-,
wald Jr., the lawyer-for
conspirator
James -McCord  (Fep.
sterwald heads the com.
mittec To invesligate Assas:
sinations) dissociated them-
sclves from a demonstration
at the Archives to demani
release of all evidence, in-
cluding the late Presidept's

*The demonstration has
nothing to do with us; we
stick to scientific and Jegal
evidence,” Fensterwald
said. Only a handful gath-
ered to demonstrate. They
left after the anncunced
speakers did not appear

tracts virtually no interest.

“madc our history obses- | R?nall_d v"”‘k D°f“~'3' 3 :
sive,” Mailer said, leading i}gu: I(]}?cles\tri'dgrfcenﬁ'\z‘)sc“fzgr-
people to cither spend years lydclca{"’ that Arthur Bre-
disputing the official ac- mer had shot Gov. Wallace

counts or to blot from their § .
minds the possibility that at a Laurel shopping center

they could be wrong. “When 00 May 15, 1972 *The larg-

Assassinalions . have Parkland Hospital in Dallas
.and purported to have
passed through both Kenne-
dy and Connally could not
have hit"both victim: since
it is virtually intact, Wecht
said. The -bullet war fired

v
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Dehating the As &a%am&wm

By Jolm Matiiews
Star-News Staff Writer

The Conference on a Dec-
ade of Assassinations closed
yesterday with participants
trading charges of conspira-
cies to disrupt the proceed-
ings or to limit the scope of
the discussion.

About 400 dissidents
among the 200. participants
demanded and got a final
session to discuss the possi-
bility of links between Wa-
tergate conspirators and
the assassination of Presi-
dent John F. Kennedy a
decade ago in Dallas. .

' *Qur host, Mr. Fenster-
wald, should be knowledge-
able about that since he rep-
resented James McCord,
the Watergate spy some of
us believe was at Dealey
‘Plaza (in Dallas),”” said
‘Sherman  Skolnick, a
spokesman for the dlssent-
ers.

Bernard Fensterwald Jr.,
the local lawyer who orga-

said.

Commmee to Invesugate
Assassinations that spon-
sored the two-day confer-
ence, said the group led by
Skolnick *‘are the type who
should normally be called
Know-Nothings."

“It's discouraging that
serious efforts like these
have to be disrupted,” he
“I don’t have any
proof, but . .. federal agen-
cies could be interested in
dlsruptmg this conference.

They have fought us in the
past in every way I can
imagine.

ANOTHLR dissident, A.
J. Weberman, a well- known
figure in the undcrground
press, said that ‘“left-wing
assassinologists have been
excludéd from the confer-
énce.”’ He added that the
sessions at Georgetown
University “could be a’'CIA

e.are learnmg about
the assassinations.”

front to keep an eye on what
c'u'pl

Fensterwald coumered»

represcnted among confer-

-ence speakers. “Most of us

on the committee are liberal
Democrats, and if anything,
we have been accused of
being too far to the left."”

" Skolnick, who led the dis-
sidents at the assassination
conference, heads his own

Courts in Chicago. Recent-
ly, he has conducted an in-
vestigation of the plane
crash last Dec. 8 in Chicago
in which the wife of E.
Howard Hunt, another Wa-
tergate conspirator, was
killed. Skolnick charges the

flight was sabotaged and

that the media and the gov-
ernment have conspired to
‘cover up the facts of the
crash.

Desmte the dissent af the
final day of the conference,
discussions continued with
virtually no new facts dis-
closed, but with much re-

view of well-aired conspxra-
cy theories.

DONALD FREED, co-.
author of *'Executive Ac-.
tion,” the new film on- the
assassmatlon of President

-I(ermcdy, urged assassina--
-tion buffs to “strike a bal-

. ance between paranoia and *-
Committee to Clean Up the’ ance ¢

"

naivetv. ,
Along with mark Lanc.f
the other autbor of “Exccu-
tive Action,”” Freed said he
rejected the comment of the.
producers that the fxlms,
was ‘‘pure entertainment.”
Peter Noyes, a Los Ange-
les television news producer
who has written a new book,
“Legacy of Doubt,” alleg-
ing that a Mafia fxgure was

connected to the assassina-

tion of President Kennedy,
said, “‘Until we have the
power of subpoena and a
congressional investigating .
committee takes action, we
will accomplish nothing.”

nized and supports the

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR
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Klssmger-style diplomacy—

By Charlotte 8aikowski
Staff correspondentof
The Christian Science Monitor !
Washi 1 7ton’
Diplomat extraordinaire Honry
‘Kissinger has a new directive on. . for
iAmerican envoys abroad. It s:./s m‘
.effect:
@ Give me fewer dry facls rnd
more analysis.
@ Keepitshort. i
o Include any dissenting views i
Amid the swirl of high-level dits
macy, the Secretary of State has ¢ ad
little time to run the State Dej: il
ment. But he has made clearhe wan it
‘to rejuvenate the bureaucracy an:,
when time permits, will devote so"/2
enérgy to the mundane pmblem= f
administration. More  perso!! el
changes are expected soon, also.
Meanwhile, bits and pieces of . \is
thinking are beginning to surface.
recent cable to U.S. embassies ab- ! sd
he comments on the ‘‘sheer valu of
information” which flows ‘nt- the

department as contrasted ~il: the’
"pauclty of good analy!:al .‘ate-‘

For reporting to be us / 4l, he ays,’
mation on’”
" your most |

{¥1 require not only in:
what is happening, bu.
thoughtful and carefu’
-why it is happening, wh !
‘U.S. policy and the dm
you sge avents goalng."
The Secretary als
mission chiefs to cut ¢ :

. .nalyses of
it means for
ang in which

\dvises his
n marginal,

(
i

‘that all points of views were

T ;cw-wc»vr'-ﬂ

interest items and to make reports
““‘cogent and concise.” In his words,
“Verboslty too often seems to substi-
[tute for careful thought.”

v Lastly, Dr. Kissinger urges forelgn-
service officers who disagree with
judgments and policies of superiors to
make their views available to him.
But, indicating he wants discipline in’
the ranks, he warns this must be done
through “contmlled cha.nnels" and
not in thé press. :

+ Those who work wlth Dr. Klsslnger
say he does not enjoy spending long
hours on such matters as what bureau!
should do what. But he apparently is.
determined to infuse a new spirit atx
the department.

Policymaking Broadened -

Although he continues to wear a,
‘White House hat as speclal assistant’
‘to the President, say aides, he really.
has moved over to State. More offl-
,cials‘have been brought into policy-
‘making, and some members of his
.National Security Council staff are
‘said to be at a 10ss to know what thelr
‘role isnow.
| His operating style remains the
:same, He works Incredibly long heurs
.and has so many balls in the air { ot
there 18 a frantic quality to his
activities that leaves some subo-il.,
{m‘tas contmunded and others stlitu-,

ated

Tha tighest sagracy surroun:ts dmh
cate negotiations; and lines ¢’ coms-}

+ o oA e

- .:....ﬂ..,

—it’s less of What, mm‘e

munication to division heads have yet St

to be fully worked out. Some high:
.officials have been irked because they
.were not clued in on communications
‘relating to the Middie East erisls.
. Mindful of sensitivities on Capitol }
Hill, however, the globe-trotting Sec- :
retary has found time to keep the )
Corigress informed of broad Mideast °
“and other developments, as he prom-!
'ised to do when first nominated.
" Sen. J. W. Fulbright (D) of Ar-}
,kansas chairman of the Senate For-
,,elgn Relations Committee, says Dr.]i
nKlssingers effort on this score has:
'»gone far beyond that of any other‘
secretary of state in his experience. . .’
- During his travels the commlttee

. has been recleving mesasages via an?"

‘undersecretary, says Mr, Fulbright,
and Dr. Kissinger has asked to meet’
‘with the committee next week. A
« Meanwhile, the atmosphere on the’
seventh floor of the State Department-
is described by some as “‘turned on.”
Clerical secretaries who went in,
reluctantly now are swept up in the
glamour of itall.

‘" His energy is becoming legendary.

£ 1 worked with Mm on & epeech‘
suntil 4 a.m.,"” rédaild ang offiaial, At

1) it was sut mentally but he waa |
gom iika a house afire, pouring in
_new ideas anc suggestions.”

;- Reaction to. Or. Kissinger's mes:-

118!
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‘sage on reporting from the field
seems favorable. Younger foreign-
-service officers especially, who have

NEW YORK TIMES
28 Novenber 1973

|

‘been frustrated by the lack of in-- - BAy‘BERNARD GWERTZM AI;J

tellectual stimulation at lower levels,
.applaud the new guidelines. One FSO

‘adds, however, that if the Secretary’
wants: more *‘think pieces” am:’
bassadors must be kept Informed

:about high-level communications af-
fecting their countries.

Some veteran diplomats, with just &
trace of cynicism, say there is nothing
riew in the idea, that a call for

‘focusing on the “‘why’’ rather than the

Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Nov. 27—
;Josep‘h J.'Sisco, the State De-
;partment’s top official on Mid-'
-east affairs, is expected to.
{leave the Government soon to
;accept a college (presidency, aj

'well-placed Administration offi-

icial said today. o
i+ The word of: the departur
of Mr. Sisco, who ‘has been
actively involved in the  inten-
sive Middle East diplomacy of

- college post some time ago, be-

i'what" goes cut from Foggy Bottom
" @s a surprise since it bad been: ;

ievery 10 years.

But, it 3 condeded, “it's still a good
idea.” e

WASHINGTON FOST
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At State

"7« By Richard Reston

Lo# Angeles Times

fturned to the State Depart-

"+ President Nixon will ap-
prove a diplomatic package
.next week covering a major

shake-up at the top of the
State Depariment and
.changes within U.S. ambas-

sadorial ranks. _
Mr. Nixon’s decision to
move ahead will give Secre-
tary of State Henry A. Kis-
singer the new team he wants
to strengthen his leadership in
the foreign policy field. The
diplomatic appointments also
will fill  several long-standing
vacancies in key American
embassy posts overseas, partic-
ularly in Moscow. .
| 1t was understood that the
State Department’s top Middle
East Expert, Joseph J. Sisco,
will be named under secretary
of state for political affairs,
traditionally the third-ranking
slot in the department.. Sisco,
now assistant secretary for
Near Eastern and South Asian
affairs, will replace William J,
P?rter. :
Ambassador William B, Buf-
‘fum is returning from his post
in Beirut to take over the

¢

said.

The new U.S. ambassador to
Moscow will be Walter J,
Stocssel Jr., assistant secre-
tary for European affairs. His
appointment "will end a va-
cancy there that dates back to
January. :

' The last American ambassa-
dar {n Moscaw was Jacob 1),
Beam, who rctired from the
Foreign Service early this
year.

. Stoessel, 53, speaks Russian

the last two months, has tome

:assumed by many . officials ‘that
-, he would ‘remain’ working ‘for
~ Secretary of * State Kissinger:

gither in his present job or in
‘a new one. . . .
[ But’it .was understood’ that
Mr. Sisco, the Assistant Secte-
tary of State for Near,Eastern|

and Freach. He served two
previous tours in Moscow, as a
poiiticalsofficer from 1947 to
1949 and counselor from 1963
to-1965. [
* He also gained experience
in the Communist world as
U.S. ambassador to Warsaw
from 1968 to 1972, when he re-

ment to his present joh.
- - Stoessel’s appointment re-

Sisco job, informed sources

» {Panama and Costa Rica.

Approv

quires confirmation by the
Senate. o o

It was not known who will
replace Stoessel, but it was
understood that -his replace-
ment will come ‘from within |
‘the ranks of the Foreign Serv-
ice. ' i

One unconfirmed report in--
dicated that Porter might be’
named U.S. negotiator in up-
coming peace talks between
the Arabs and the Israelis. )

Other major appointments
in the -package before the
President include Helmut Son-
nenfeldt for ‘a top job at the-
State Department. In recent;
years .Sonnenfeldt has been
.Kissinger’s top Soviet expert,
on: the National Security:
Council. . L

There also were reports that
William J. Casey, under secre-!
tary of state for economic af:
fairs, is leaving the depart-
ment. It could not be deter-:
mined whether this move is
part of the package Mr. Nixon
will approve. ,

' Informed sources said that
the President will name a
number of other ambassadors’
to key overseas posts. The pos-
itions include ambassadors for
Japan, Argentina, Mexico,
Chile, Columbia, Venezuela,

The President is also exs
pected to name a new ambas-
sador to the North  Atlanti¢
Treaty Organization to replace
Donald Rumsfeld, who appar-
ently is returaing home from’
Brussels, -~

It was understood that Wil.,
liam Jordan, now on the Na.
tional Securi:r Couneil, will
get one of the Latin American.

4

Foreign Service Expects to Lose Sisco

.

"and South Asian Affairs, had
‘made up his mind to accept thej
fore the current Middle .East
crisis. N .
The source declined to-name
the college "pending a forma
rannouncement in the next few
. weeks., ) oy,
. Mr. Sisco’s. ekpected depar-
,ture is one of the more signifi-|
scan State Department changes
“expected in the wake of Mr,
‘Kissinger's taking over-as Seg-
-retary of State in late
ber. : o ,
i Adepartment official said
that a long list of Mr. Kissin.
aer’s choices to fill vacant am-
bassadorships and State De.
partment posts had recently
been sent to the White House
for final approval and.’ ans
houncement, : -
- Stoessel Appointment .Seen

The most significant ambas.
sadorial appointment expected
to be' made known in conting
days is that of Waiter J. Stoes.
sel Jr., the Assistant Secretary
for European Affairs, as. tha
‘new. envoy to, the Soviet Un-
“fon, : N

Mr. Stoessel, wha is. 53 years
o_ld, has had extensive expe-
rience in the Soviet Union, and;
speaks Russian. His name has
been, long: rumoted, to be thdt
likely. to be put forward to fill
the vacancy existing 'since
"Jacob D. Bean retited in Jahu-.
ary. - .. 't

Authoritative sources said
that Mr. Stoessel's replacement
as the department's top offitial
on European affdirs would be
Atthur A. Hartman, who is the
No. 2 man in the American mis:|
sion in Brussels that deals with
the Common Market countries.
. Mr. Hartiman, who is 47, is
relatively 'young to .hold the
Assistant Secretaryship, but he
has been strongly recommend-
ed by former Under Sécretaries

Septem-

19

of State George W. Ball, Nichd-

las ‘deB. Katzenbach and John
. Irwin "2d, for whom% e

worked. L e

Mr. Kissit{ger, when he -}
placed William P. Rogers s}

{Secretary of State, ordered :a
‘delay on most high-level a?-
;pointments so that he could
ihave a'chance to review them
and make his own recommen.
1dations. ' '

Duting his confirmation hear-!

'ings. he told the Senate Foreign
‘Relations Committee that he
expected to fiil all vacant spots
y the middle of November, bur
about 3¢ key jobs are sult
enfilled. o {
. Aldis to Mr. Kissinger zaid
that the delay had been'caused
in part by the Secretary’s in-
Yolvement
$t- crisis. .

' \ P .,‘ C
j . Sisco-To iln Transition i

"

5 MrJ Sisco hag agreed. to re-
main .in his post as long as
necessary’ to. mainwain, con-
tinuity, in .he Middle  East

diplomaty. "He has also told|’

friends -that he had. no per)
sonal problems in. working
Wit Mr, Kissinger or any. po-
litical. dissatisfaction with the
Nixon Administration. o
" Op Mr. Kissinger's recen
trip’ to the Middle East, Mr.!
Sisco played a major role in}
persuading the Israeli Govern-«
thent to accept the six-point!
cease - fire agreement worked
gut by Mr. ‘Kissinger in Cairo.
-+ The - assignment -of Mr.
‘Stoessel to Moscow would end
a major and embarrassing va-
‘cancy, but is not expected to]

erid . Mr. Kissinger’s preference] .

for 'dealifg with the Soviet
leadérs through the Soviet Am-
‘bassador, Anatoly F. Dobrynin,
" A high department official
iwho recently resigned is Ray
S. Cline, Assistant Secretary

for Intelligence; and Research, |

Wwho joined the Georgetown|

bniversity Center for Stra.

witt  the Widdle}

tegic' and International Studies.
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§ lelt Asked
By Ripons

’W'aming that government
secrecy is Increasingly being
;used by the White House to
'l'stiﬂe plblic debate over fot-.
elgn puilcy, the Ripon Society
yeqterday urged Congress to
hmlnhe number of presiden-

anI ‘aides authorized to clas-
sify.documents and to provide
;penhlties for overclasslfylng
ocuments,
A National Security Infor
*mation Act proposed by the go-
tety, a liberal Republican pol-
¢y aAnd research group, would:
“restote a balance between
he need for official secrecy to
ensure national security and
he need for official openness,
o -ensure - adequate debate,”}
accordlng to a paper the or'\z
fgatitzation issued yesterday. .
. L“Although governmental se-
récy-is important for the na-
Et'onal security, today its more
kstenificant role is as$ a tactical,
political weapon, employed by
the executwe branch 16 pre-
~legitimale, democratic
the‘.lenges to its .:nternational
:pohcies " the so¢ /2ty charged.
The socletr recommended
legislation tr:. would guaran-
ee the Hov,. Armed Services
and. Fore's 1 Affairs commit-
itees’ ah~ the ! Senate Armed
ervicr - .and  Foreign Rela.
dions ¢ - oniittees “access to all
Mop;s ¢t information—-with-
;out ‘a+ aceess control§ im-
osec . by ‘the  executive
ran *.f " Those -committees,
4n .ot the White House,
% \d’ control the release .6f
. pe se(:ret information to other
. anembers of Congress, Ripon’
}uggested
Although it was not singled
‘out as justification of the soci-
ety’s 13-point proposal ~ for:
“presidential restraint,” the
‘White House decision to con-
‘duct secret bombing missions
In Cambodia in 1969 and 1970
. and disguise them as attacks
in, South Vietnam  was the
:most dramatic recent example
‘of . congressional oversight]
committees being degprived of
‘accurate classified informa-
tion. - )
‘Disclosure of the bombing
.last July angered members of
,the Senate Armed , Services
Committee who—with the ex-
'ception of Barry Goldwater
(R-Ariz.)—said they had not
been informed of the decision.
The Ripon Soclety also pro-
"posed that Congress fix the-
:length of time a document
ishould be classified at each,
‘clearance level, and that if the
. White House wanted to extend i
the period “it should be forced!
ito 'accept .the burden ,of;

. ‘sified information & crime, re-

 televised Watergate statement

POST-CAZETTE, Pittsburgh
17 November 1973
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CIA: When to Say ‘N«ewer

IFHE CENTRAL Intmhgcncc Agency

has conie in for some heavy criti-
cism over the last few decades. Almost
Inobndy likes the idea of a secret po-
lice ‘or counter-revolutionary -corps
 bloiting -or aiding in coup d'etats
abroad and burglaries at home and us-
ing techniques more appropriate to
the underworld of organized crime
“than to an arm of the U.S. govern-

ment,

Yet, from the tragicomic Bay of
Pigs to the overthrow of Diem to the
student

and other groups and of certain pub-
“ lications, the CIA has by all reports
been up to its spook’s spyglass in dir-
ty tricksterism in the name of Amer-

secret subsidization of labor,

ica’s national interest.

It is in the wake of Watergate-re-

- lated testimony, however, that a move :
1s being initiated to draw more clear-
ly at least some of the CIA’s param-
eters. Rep. Lucian Nedzi, chairman of
the House subcommitiee on intelli-
gence operations, is working out legis-
lation to plug charter loopholes which,
by someone’s interpretation, permit-
+ ted the agency to prepare a psychiat-
ric profile of Daniel Ellsberg and to
“lend to the White House “plumbers”
"material used in the Ellsberg bur-

glary.

According to its charter, the CIA
{s supposed to keep its surreptitious

nose out of domestic “law enforce-

ment” matters — the domain of oth-

er agencies such as the FBI and the
i Secret Service.

For our part, we welcome any care-
fully thought-out legislation which
attempts further to insure against the
CIA’s becoming a government unto it-
self, answerable to only a handful of
appointed, mostly obscure officials

foreign policy antithetical to the
State Department’s official policy and

'proot.” B

The society also urged Pres-
fdent Nixon to withdraw "his
proposal to make leaking clas:,

‘gardless of whether or not the
information was properly clas-
sified.

By withdrawing the bill, the
President could demonstrate
his own willingness to “turn
away from the obsessions of
the past and turn to the great:
challenges of the future,” Rip-
on sald, quoting Mr. Nixon's

, last month. o ..J

and appearing at times to carry out a’

at other Limes to meddie in domestlo
policy.

We caution, however, that any
remedial legislation should be fumly
predicated on two basic observations: ©
(1) the ClA, as a division of the execu- °

- tive branch, was, is and will be,— no °
matter what proscripiive legislation
says of it — subject to proper use or
gross abuse by the chicf execulive, on -
whose integrity and wisdom much d01
pends and (2) so long as this nlanet;
is planted with separate nations com®:
peting with each other for natural re- '
sources, wealth ‘and power, thc bad '
practices among them will tend to
drive out the good, -

Not .for one moment should even
the most beneficent and generous in-
ternalist believe that the dirty trick-
sterism — the prying, spying, politi-
cal influencing and sabatoging — as-"
sociated with the CIA is unique to it -
or to this nation.

Nothing in the history of humans

- or in the study of their behavior sug-
gests that other nations will forbear

. doing unto us, when it suits their in-

terests, as we would do unto them,
Wwhen it suits our own; unless, that is,
they be prevented by our bemg fme-
warned.

From America’s lepitimate natlon-
al interests, spying on other nations
is not only acceptable but necessary.
The questions are: (1) When, if ever,
is plotting the overthrow’ of another
nation's: government a legitimate
funetion' for the CIA or any other
U.S. agency? (2) When, if ever, is the
spying on citizens and non-citizens
within the U.S. by the CIA acceptable? -
(3) When, if ever, is tlle breaking of |
. the law and the blalant violation of
personal liberties by the CIA | permis-
sible in the name of national security.

If the first two questions do not
admit to simple, swcepmn answers,
the last one does. It is “never.” . -
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By Elizabeth Duff
Knight News Service

made a whole-hearted effort.
to convince the Turks to
stop growing poppies in.
1971, the idea was that in 10"
years, America’s heroin
supply would be dried up.”

But the strategy has’
brought its own unlooked-
for result: A growing hospi-
tal crisis across the country
as the supply of pain-killing .
drugs dwindles to hortage
levels.

The U.S. government’s :
campaign to put an end to
' the growing of the opmm-'
bearmg poppy plant in Tur-
key is a great success —
suuch a success that the
‘country now faces a grow-

- ing shortage not just of her-

,'olin but also of morphine:
"and codeine for legmmate
“use. .

“* The three U.S. drug com-’
‘panies licensed to import
«opmm say the government'’s

i’anti-poppy, anti-heroin pact
with Turkey is mainly to.
blame for the nation's di-’
:5appeearing supply of mor-
phine and codeine. The gov-
ernment says a drought in
Jndia, which was supposed

“to have supphed opium for.
‘medical uses, is to blame.

Wher the United States "

Meantime, the nation's’:
.supplies of codeine and
morphine — both opium’
derivatives — continue to-
,dry up. "

IN 1967, the three drug;
firms — Merck and Co.,,
Mellinckrodt dand S. B. Pen-"
‘ick — had on hand about
50,000 kilograms of opium"
and its derivatives — a two-
year supply. By last year,’
‘that stock had dwindled to
25,000 kilograms, and today

is down to-a few thousand.’

‘“There’s just no treasurei
trove of this tuff lying’
around anywhere any-!

. more," says one pharmacol-

ogist.

So far as is known, no one
in acute pain has yet been’
‘refused morphme by a hos-!
pital, but it could begin to.
‘happen inn a few montbs,.
‘druggists ave. Demand by,

‘the Medical profession for

opium derivatives has risen
about 20 percent over the
past year. ' )

“It could become very

.serious If mothing isn’t

done, says American Medi-:
cal Association scientific’

:writer Frannk Chappell. It|

" " WASHINGTON STAR-NEWS = - .
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The United States is being

_'ﬂooded with “brown’" hero-:
"in from Mexico — at least
_partially as a résult of a
‘siaccessful crackdown on
sources of ‘‘white’ heroin-
“from France and Turkey,
.the head of the Drug En-,
forcement Administration
said today.

John R. Bartels Jr., ad-"
ministrator of the newly
formed agency, said in an
interview that the Mexican

eroin — previously un-
-known on the East Coast —

has recently been detected '
throughout the eastern:
" states.

- The two types of heroin’
‘are distinguished by a dif-'
ferenee in tho way they are
.produced, Bartels said.

< WHITE HEROIN comes
from Turkey and is proc-

i
B
H
H
i

"near Marseilles. In Mexico, '
one step in the process is-
skipped, leaving the heroin’
with a brownish color.
Thus, the drug’s origin be-;
‘comes simpler to deter-
imine.
. Within the last year, a
c«)mbmatlon of law enforce-}
ment, diplomacy and treat-;
ment has caused a sxgmfx-}
cant reduction in heroins
abuse in big East Coast cxt-
ies, Bartels said. +
The United States per-!
_$uaded Turkey to restrict:
the production of opium’
. poppies that supply the raw.
material for heroin and, at'
‘the same time, worked with
the French to shut down the
‘Marseilles labs.
¢ An intensive, treatment
‘effort helped reduce the.
‘demand for heroin while,
‘narcotics agents sought to
break up the traffic wnhm

fall depends, he says on how
'severe the cold and flu sea-
‘son becomed. Codeine is!
‘used mainyly in cold thedi-.
cations. I ]
~ But the rogdblocks to op-f
fum imports involve factors!
from delicate internationai
relations to Watergate.

: Some nations stopped!
growing their own. The So-;
wviet Union, for examplc,,
‘imported 200 tons last year,
for the first time. . i
. Pressure continues to rise;
.on India, the only legal

worldwide supplier since’
the United States began:
paymg Turkey to stop grow-.

mp opium in 1971.

. But India this year suf-
fered a massive drought
which killed more than 20
percent of its crop.

Once seen a solution, syna
-thetc substitutes for opium-'
‘derived painkillers devel-.
‘oped in the early 1970s
ihaven't been nearly as po-:
.tent as the original prod-
‘ucts, 'says Dr, Joseph.
Cochm of Boston Universi-
t}' '
; The import situation for
next year also looks bleak.'
‘Of the 385 tons the industry!
ineeds, it will probably get

“‘this’ counlry
, That victory, however,

may be short-lived, Bartels:
said, because of the influx

Irom Mexxco . (

: | BARTELS' SAID there is'
no way of knowmg how’
much heroin is moving.
through the underworld at:
‘any one time.' But the kmdsl
either seized or purchased
by agents indicate where- it’
‘is coming from. .

 As recently as a year ago,l
lnone of the heroin picked up
'by agents along .the East
.Coast had the brownish tint-
.of Mexican heroin. Of all of
ithe heroin obtained by the
.agents throughout the coun-)
itey, 71,7 pereent was white:
-and only 28. 3 percent
'brown

By the mxddle of . thls--;

(year, .brown herdin;was;

<

mate.

! 'I'he 1971 deal curting oﬂ"f
ei! Turkish opium exporis
‘might have been acceptable’
% drug firies bad the gov-’
‘ermment not then talked,
ﬁ'ndla into producing less as
well.

. The crisis appeared to be
warning early this year’

‘when Sen. Stuart Symington .

.D-Mo., introduced 2 mes-
sure ordering the General:
.Services Adminiviration to
‘sell opium from U.S. war
stockpiles.

« The Senate- quxckly*
passed the bill end sent itto!
the House Armed Serwced’
Committee, which held’
hearmga this fall. Before®
reporting the bill out, they;
requested more mformanon'
from the National Security!
{Councxl ,

Then came the latest Wa-g
‘tergate revelations. They
‘opium bill, like so many'
‘others, is lymg dormant, !

Help may come from an:
“unexpected corner. Since’
Turkey stopped production .
nine months ago, the Turksi
.have held new elections,
‘and the party that won --;
‘promised to put Turkey !
iback in the poppy business, i

‘beinyg found nationwide. Of:
all the heroin picked up,
54.9 percent was brown and
only 45. 1 was white.’

¥ THE SHIFT from whlte to
“brown heroin has been even
:more dramatic over a
'slightly longer time period.
,In fiscal 1972, 92 percent of
-the heroin pxcked up was
white and only 8 percent
,brown. In fiscal 1973, the
average was 62.9 percent
‘white and 37.1 percent
‘brown. By the end of fiscal
1973, more brown than
whue was being picked up.
Bartels said U.S. officials
:are working with Mexican
«officials in an effort to con-

tral the flew of brewn hiere:
Jin, but the long border be-

‘tween the two countnes
rcomplicates the task. :
5 -y = ORRKELLY
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By Dopald Kirk

Kn(ghl News Service 3

. TOKYQ — The Japanese
have their own special cure
for the problem of drug ad-
diction, It is called punish-
ment,

“The experience of pain
and suffering is the best
medicine,” says Skira Onj-
take, chief narcotics officer
for the Ministry of Health
and Welfare, ““It jg very
rare after such an experi-
ence for a patient to be
cured and leave the hospital
and then become addicted
again.” :

Japanese hospitals legal-
ly can administer metha-
done to lessen the pain of
withdrawal, but doctors and
narcotics officials alike pre-
fer an addict to sweat it out
in a special “‘protection
‘room.” The tough policy, on
‘withdrawal epitomizes the
-attitude of Japanese law
and society toward drug use
in general — and may go
far toward explaining why
Japan, alone among indus-
trialized, non-Communist
societies, does not suffer
from a severe drug prob-
lem.

3

“THE TREATMENT you
give to o' dicts in the United
Stater is much too mild,”
sav-  Onitake, peering
tt-rough gold-rimmed glass-
es from behind a desk piled
high with books on drug
problems. “I do understand
you Americans emphasize
‘individualism’ and ‘respect
for human rights,’ but for
total social betterment, our
drastic treatment works
much, better.”

Onitake is even more crit-
ical of what he regards as
the relatively light penalties
given those convicted of
possession or sale of narcot-
ics in the United States.

-“Here in Japan everyone
knows through education
.and our anti-drug campaign
that narcotics is a crime
that finally will destroy life
and, in the long run, your
country,” says Onitake.
‘‘Once indicted here, a
criminal will not be re-
leased unti} completing his
sentence. Otherwise he will

3 T
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commit the same crime
agamn and again.” .

S L
It was not always that
way in Japan. In 1960, as:’
narcotics officers report,
almost with pride, the coun-
try had a minimum of 40,000
addicts — and possibly as
many as 200,000. Then, in
1963, the country adopted a
tough law that provided for
sentences up to life for sell-
ing heroin.

“WE ALSO reinforced
inspection at ports with the
aid of and customs

police !
offices,” says Onitake.
“‘Since ‘most narcotics

crimes were related to or-
ganizations of gangsters, .
we decided to’sweep them
out. by indicting and disor-
ganizing them.” i

In two years, Onitake
‘reports, “we succeeded in
digging up the roots of the
crime in this way.” Since
1970, he claims, there has
been not a single case of

heroin addiction — even -

though Japan has nine hos-
pitals specializing in al]
problems relating to de-
pendence on drugs and alco-
hol.

the use of heroin, Japanesé

officials admit they are now .

slightly stymied by the re-
emergence of a postway
problem in the form of the
use of stimulants — ‘“up-
pers,” in the American ver-
nacular. o :
“*The use of stimulants
began a rapid rise in 1970,
says Toshi ayano, senior

superintendent of the crimj-. .

nal investigation bureau of
the national police agency.
*“Since then the tota] arrest-
ed has doubled every year,

up to 4,709 in 1972,

'

KAYANO feats that the -
problém may eventually
mushroom to the propor-
tions reached after World
War II. Hronically the war
was primarily responsible
for the introduction of stim-
ulants, notably a concoctiont
known as philoszon. It was
mass-produced legally and-
distributed to jsoldiers to

" philopon factory,’’

: "
keep them alert apd anxious’
tofight. - - 7 i

It was partly underthe:
influence of philopon that
Japanese soldiers were -able .
-to keep fighting fanatically :
to the death against seeém-
ingly overwhelming odds.’
“Soldiers shouting “banzai”
as they charged American
foxholes had absorbéd
+heavy doses of the drug;”ify
the form of pills or injez.’
tions, before the attack.

“After the war there were.
between 200,000 and 1 mil-
lion latent- philopon: ad-
dicts,” says Kayano, “blit
by 1958 the number Had
decreased to only 271 as“a;
result of our-tough carf.i
paign-against them. The,
problem appeared to have:
been solved.” - . y

¥

Narcotics officers attrip-.
ute the new popularity.of’
‘stimulants to the efforts-of.
underworld organizatidns:
previously engaged in the.
heroin traffic, S

’

“IT IS DIFFICULT to
manufacture philopon ‘heto
because the police investiy
gate closely, and you can
even detect the odor of.-a

Kayano estimates thar
two-thirds of the philoparr
imports arrive here from
Korea — most of it taped
inside the clothing of ajpa
‘plane passengers, Yo

Kayano blames the' philes
pon traffic in part on the,
relatively light penalties,
which were levied on those,
convicted of manufacturing
possession, and selling. The
maximum penalty was:10.
years — and usuaj sensy
tences were much less. |~

; T

*“As of Nov. 15, a new law

. is in effect making the pert::
alty almost as severe ‘as
that for heroin,” says Kay:

ano. ‘‘Gangsters were: i

volved in the trade in stimus

lants up to now because the
penalties were much lighter
than those for hard drugs. ;

Now we hope the law will -

discourage them, just as the

1963 law cut back the heroin -

trade.”
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* MIAMI =- Jamaica, ig
- Ing to shut off its third Iar,
" st export Industry and’

officials are helping, ' -

“island nation has supplanted
Mexico as the chief supplier

.of marijuana,’ exporting ntp

the :United States an< esti-

‘Mated one million pounds-of

:the-narcotic weed per year.» |
- “It's Jamaica's third larg.

est export, ranking behing
bauxite. and bananas,” said

‘Luther Cooke, intelligence

subervisor for the fedefql

‘drug enforcement 'agcn%y;s

o di

"~ Cooke’s figures. on south-
eastern ” district seizuresqf

‘marijuana coming out of Ja-
‘maica show the growth ‘gt

the - “trade—it,000 pounds

'seized in 1970, 8,200 pounds.
‘in 1971, and 28,000 poundsviiy ,
1972, IR

VAN
.+ So far thig year, U.S, au.
thorities have grabbed more .
than 58,000 pounds:of marij.
.Juana imports from Jamaica,
And that doesi’t count the

- small lots picked up in; po-

ice arrests or truek “ship.

* ments seized up north,:such’

as some sizable hanls made

by police on' the New Jersey

rnpike, - ghra

More significant, tsafq
Cooke, was ‘the. formation .
last May by the Jamaican

. :80vernment of a special nar.

' eoties squad.

!

|
!
jf
[
I
!
b

[
[

i

Tt was the . first 'time-
they have devoted a unit to
just narcotics,” Cooke said.
“The -Jamaicans. handpicked
10 men for the squad and.I
mean they were really hand.
Picked. Good men,” .

It paid off. In four short
months, the Jamaican squid

-knocked off at least 120,000

‘pounds of marijuana,’ ‘ang
for the first time Jamaicans

-arrested Jamaican natfohalg
:for- dealing in narcoties. ;v

Climate, terrain, and- loca-
tion has. made the -Carib-
bean nation the leading
broducer and supplier of the

legal marfjuana’ market.
The leafy weed growg: wild
21l over the warm ang bu-
mid islang, particularly .ip
the ‘mountains—Jamajcs is -
nltlaarly all mountaing’ apq

S, 7 (O P
Jamalea’s ¢ - rémoteness
makes smugglers - hard 'to
trace, C ) Ty

When Cultivated; miag;.
Juana grows profusely ang

broduces two cropg g year, !

“It Is generally , eoninyi-

¢ In the’ past two years;“the, |,

e




|
|
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nity project with 15 to 20°

families—most of -the resi-

.dentsof a typical mountain
“village - ;- participating,”
4 Cooke’ gaid.” “eThe head of

*the village, sort of a tribal

| chieftain, . oversees,” - ‘the
growing,; harveshng, drying
and pacimg for shipment.”’ g
- He s4td the marijuanais
culnvatcd generally *; on
small, rgom ‘size clearings.df,
ground'in the woods or ow
 the sides of mountainy
. which makes their detechon
dlmcult. B
- “Many. of these vi11a7
lare so far up in the moul’l-
“tains, it takes two or thrco
‘days to reach them on foot,
_ packing your . supplies ou
" mules,” Cooke said. .
The mountain farmer geta
from $3 to $5 s pound for
his “zrass.” The smuggler;
pays from §5 to $15 per
pound at the Jamaican end:
and colicets from $150 to
$200 a pound from his buyer
inside the United States.
"A couple of guys with &
‘30-foot boat can-haul a cond,
‘ cealed cargo of 1,000 pounds
of marljuana and net a $60,- :
" 000 " profit at the lenst "
* Cooke said,
A pound of marljuana cnn
- be turned into 500 to 1,000
" clgarettes with each "joint’*
Jor “reefer” selling for 75
- cents to $1.50 on the street. -
' Such profits are the reax
: son why people will risk a
20-year prison sentence,
such as six Florida men re-
ceived in federal court at
. Gainesville, Fla,, last week.
A seventh man convicted re.
cexved a 10-year term. i
The seven were found'
~guilty in the largest mari-,

! juana haul recorded to date*

- by US. authorities. Agents
' seized 0.5 tons of grass!
mboard a barge which ran
aground off the .small north-
: Florida Gulf Coast town of

. Steinhatchee last March 6.

‘_ The previous record sel-
‘zure was seven tons of pot
ata Tampa dock in Septem-
ber.

Although criminals’ have:
~organized money and equip-.
"ment to smuggle mnrijuana'
frbm Jamaica, Cooke said he
‘doubts that the big national
' erime syndicates. are deeply
involved in the activity."

‘With the formation* of' Ja
malce’s .special _pollice ' ‘nar-
‘cotics squad, the business
- has become much more

; Tisky. h ?

! Last July 16, the sqiad;
selzed 84,000 pounds of 'miarl-:
juana in a ‘Janmmalean vware:,
house and arrested 12 Jamai--
cans.

R (X represented the full
output. of one community

. for an entire year,” Cooke

‘sald, “and with the arrests,

“including a couple ‘of promi-
‘ nent businessmen, dealt a

significant blow to

the
trade.” o
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U.S. Gets No chk_

| From C&h Cocame

" By Stephen Klaidman
) Washington Post 8taff Writer

BOGOTA-—-An American_

as picked up by Colombian’
authontles this month in
the steamy provinclal capi-.
ital of Cali, allegedly with’
. 8ix pounds of 99 per cent
ﬁpune cocaine in his posses-)

,sion. §

. His future is now un-;

«certam, but the’ future of!
"his cocalne is’ not, It wxllw
.be destroyed and become
‘part of the still-sketchy sta-

tistical record being comi-,
-piled on the cocaine trafficy

(through Colombia, vntual-
:ly the only trans- shxpment

*pom‘* to the ‘United Statesz
‘from the ccca-growing areas‘
of Bolivia, Ecuador and

' Peru.

‘" The leaf of the coci bush
_almost a weed on the east-f
"ern slopes of the Andes, is!

ino kin to the cocoa bean. 3 |

i The traffic involves thou}
‘sands of persons, millions:
‘ of ‘dollars; arid according to’

{US. officials. who keep - aj

Lclose watch ort the narcoticsi

y trade, vit rivals heroin ifc

:volume with 700 - to 1500
"pounds a month being :hlp-
- ped into the United States.}

i7" In some ways it i3 harder:
to control than the more!
* widely publicized Heroin trafe;

¢ fic. Turning poppies into.

‘hemm is a fairly complex

¢ process involving relatively} ¥

‘ﬁophlstlcated chemical
- know-how, but refining co-

! caine requires little more’
‘ than a bunch of bottles 1n;

“ia kitchen,

‘v Inpart because of its prxce!
and quality, cocaine appear5|
to have becomé something of}
- a status drug. Ifs growmg3

. use among the affluent may

. also have to do with the fact

« that cocaine users do not be-!
.come physically addicted to*
‘the stuff, unlike heroin us-_i
ers.

Cocaine is not a narcotic,i

and the whole unwicldy in-}

{’jection paraphernalia of the,
. heroin addict is unnecessary:;
, “Coke” is just sniffed up the'
‘nostrils for an instant high:
+ It acts as an extremely pow-
.erful stimulant to the cen:
.tral nervous system, whilé.
‘heroin is a depressant. But’
high cocaine dosages can be;
lethal it often induces un--
controllable paranoid behav-:
“lor and its long-term effectl
are uhknown.,

; Because the process ls
simple, the buslness has at-
ttracted large numbers of’
free-lance operators—as op-:
posed to the heroin trade,
which is dominated by or-
fan(red crime=—thus mnkin
ditflonlt to. keep track o

N

(the proliferating number of
jdealers.

Cost is another factor lhaL
‘makes cocaine traffioking,
‘ensier for the freelancer.
iThe paste made from coca’
leaves, which is'to cocaine
‘what morphme base is to’
heroin, is relatively inex-:
;pensnve so a small-time op-*
lerator with a few thousangd:
;dollars can set himself up
1 business. This is not the:
tase with heroin. : :
+ Another advantage . for the,‘
emall cocaine dealer is the:
‘availability . of carriers inj
,Colombla a4 poor country,
‘where most workers earny
ffess than $100 a month. Most

‘Colombians can make more’
‘ag dishwashers in New York"
‘or Miami than they ean at
,home at whatever they do,
.so they try to get to the #
'United States. :

;- Hundreds apply daily for |

‘tourist visas at the embassy |

!in_Bogota® and at the con-

;sulates in Calt and Medel-

"lin. They hope to reach the

'States as legal tourists and

-then _ disappear into the ! 4
i Latin~ barrios of the big

reities and find work.’

The U.S. consular officials 4
screen them carefully, how-
‘ever, and they are required
.to pmduce financial records
‘to show that they can af-q
iford a vacation .up north. j
But false records can be had
‘for-a prlce The price, fre-;
‘quently, is to deliver a few
‘pounds of cocaine to & con-.
“tact in New York or Miami.
The number of cocaine ar-
‘rests is relatively "small, but

'most are made in those two /|
“cities.
The professmnals do not |

“generally rely on such ama- 1

teur carriers. Usually, they
ﬂy their own planes, pick-
,ing up the cocaine in the
vast and trackless plains of
eastern Colombia, where ;
‘any flat ground can serve |
‘as an airfield.

‘Although _it is vxrtually
“impossible %o spot planes !
that land in this area and {
then take off almost im- !
.mediately, the method has"
not proved to be quite fool-
‘proof. :

Earlier this year another-
‘American flew an old World
War 1I B-26 into the plains
‘and allegedly picked up a
.2,500-pound to 3,000-pound
load not of cocaine, but of a
‘héme-grown Colombian prod-.
‘uct that is almost as well
known in some circles as -
‘this country's highlyrated
" ‘ebffee=winarijuana,

. But. he met  with a

s

shght ‘misfortune. His planc”
‘pot. stuck-in the mud and.
_was. unable to take off. Ar-;
‘rested, and arraigned, he is.
‘awaiting trial in Bogota.
, jsinother arrest was made !
(this spring on, Colombins,
*Canbbean resort island, San;
‘Andres. Three Americans
,who had flown to San Ane
‘dres from the West Coast
Fof- the United States were .
pncked up with their smail,;
‘pxane and 20 pounds of co-
;caine. They were set free -
‘however, for lack of evie
dence %
‘; < U.S. officials are work-!
‘ing closely with the Colom-
bians to choke off the sup-!
.ply before it gets to the .
‘United Stales, and they :
,clalm some success, But the {
+problems are santanlml,,
as the San Awdres case m-~
} dicates.

'mzif

Colombian _ pnlice

;judges get very low pay and,}

.according to both Colom-;
'bxan and American officials’
‘many of the judges especial- |
-1y are open to bribes. Sev-:
-eral judges have been dis-
(missed, and the head of’
“Colombia’s counterpart of
~the FBI in the southern city
of Leticia was arrested Ior
tl afficking.

{' But on the whole, Amerl-

cans here advising on how: .

:to stem the flow of cocaine’.
.give the Latins high marks. '

+Six U.S. advisers, including a
tnarcotics coordinator who is |
ta foreign service officer,’
shave arrived here since .

s April 1972 and have helped‘
-the Colombians form police
mnd customs- units to com-
:bat cocaine dealers. g
; - Although customs. collec-'
‘tion in Colombia has gen-’
vex’ally tended to be lax, US.}
'officials ‘contend that Co:'
‘lombian customs officials:
‘have taken a high interest :

.An narcotics, as has Presi-
-derit Misael Pastrana Bor-
*rero who has -established a

,Natlonal Drug-Coordinatmg

: Council.

Despite the cooperatwn
‘from the Colombian govem— i
ment the problem is still :
massive and seemmgly m-r
itractable. It is\extremely dif-::
ficult to make a_conspiracy '
(case in Colombia, so that |
. even if one person is caught,
{it is -almost impossible to
.break up the ring. Some-
‘t:mes, however, the Colom-.
_bians provide information;
that leads to an arrest in’
the Umted States, where ef-
"fective. criminal action u
easier

. Colombia has conSIdcrable»
geographxcal and logxsucal‘
advantages for smuggling co-}
.caine, to the ‘United States.;
To, start with, it is near|

,some of the World's I“d.i .

ing sources of thd iaw i
‘terial,

‘In Beuador, Bolivia nnd!
‘peru, 'the supplier couns
trieg, Indlans have tradition-}
-ally, .chewed the plentxfull

-~

v
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® .
'¢0¢d" leaves—breaking therii]
‘down chemically with lime;
juice—to ;relieve cold and|

. fatigue, Kasically as a sup-g
.plement “to an lnadequate} .
diet. g . o
> Peruviéin Indians use the!
word “cocada” to measure;
‘time and distance: It is the!
length of a high—about 40:
minutes—or the distance an,
‘Indian can walk while high
—a couple of miles. .

Colombia is not only near,
the source, it ‘has a vast!
‘coastline that is impossible;
Lto patrol ‘;’adequately. Theres
-are many! sca ports, some’
very isolated; numerous.
Jmajor airports, and a land,
;eonnection with Panama, -

"¢ The drug generally comes'
Into Colombia in paste form;
Here it is refined into a
.powder—of far more than,
90 per cent pure—and either,
broken up info small lots

and sent out with individual
carriers, by air or sea, or
‘flown out in bulk by pri¢
vate. plane. Sometimes the’
plane has brought a load of)
Ssmuggled cigarettes to Co«
Jombia. . !

" When it arrives at its

U.S. destinati~n, the cocaine!

is cut to between 20 per cent;

:and 60 pr- cent pure and!’

'sold on -ne street for $10°

fto '$12 - bag. Heroin, which}

(s e to about 2 per cent,

fis 's:"d for $6 to $8 a bag. .

[ — e -4
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i2 Charged in Conspiracy
. To Smuggle Drugs Inte U.S,

BALTIMORE, Nov. 27 (UPI)
‘—The United States Organized
Crime Strike Force said yester:
day that it had smashed a ma-,
jor Maryland-based 'narcotics
smuggling operation that was
bringing cocaine into the Unit-
ed States from South America
- and seling it in Maryland and
Washington, D.C. :

A Justice Department lawyer,
.William Pope, said that 12 per-
sons had been charged with
.conspiracy to smuggle more
than $1.5-million worth of co-
caine. L .
Six were atrested and six
were still being sought, he said.

Three of those-sought are in|

. South America, he said, and
- the other nine charged 'are
- from Maryland.

They wére indicted Nov. 8}

' but it was not announced until

:Canadians, two Mexicans and

- .and distribute cocaine into the

-~ country over the last 12 years.

. after their arrests.

.
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Plot to Smuggle Cocaine’
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iThrough Mexico Chaiged

1 Z@‘dt’ctiﬁent H é}e Accuses 6, Including 3

wty

ne New- Yorker—|
o Hotel Alleged.

tort 10 .
02RA A N
» 220T0XS .

Mofitreal’s reputed top leader
"of -organized crime, two other

:a New Yorker were indicted by
.a Federal grand jury in Brook-
-lyn yesterday on charges that
-they had conspired {0 import

-United States. : c
‘1. The two-count indictment,
.covering purported - smuggling
‘operations between Dec. 1,
1970, and April 30, 1971, al-
‘leged that nearly 20 pounds of
.cocaine had been delivered by
-a‘co-conspirator to one of the
‘defendants at the Riverside
. Plaza Hotel here,

" «The ‘regional director of the
Drag, Enforcement Administra-
-tign, John W. Fallon, estimated
jtheé " street-sale value "of. the
}narcotic at more than $1-mil-

‘1ip%, However, he indicated that|®

igertransaction was a rela-
“tiyelif minor one. He said the
‘ring-was responsible for “a sig-
‘nifican amount”’ .of both cocaine
and* heroin stuggled into this

.

. r'Businessman Arrested
' ~The man accused as ringlead-
- er, identified as Frank Cotroni,
.42 years old, of Montreal, and
described as a businessman,
was arre§ted Thursday night
after he and his brother, Vic-
tor, left a restaurant, The Royal
Canadian Mounted Police ap-
prehended him at the request
of the United " States® Govern-
ment; which will seek to extra-
.dite him. .- : .
The police also took- into
ciustody Guido Orsini, 37, of
Montreal, a theatrical .agent.
The [‘other (Canadian, Frank
Dasti, 59, also of oMntreal, was
sentenced . in Federal' District
Court in Newark three weeks
ago;to 20 years in prison-and
fined-$20,000 as the supplier in
‘af,, American-Canadian heroin
smuggling ring. -
.The New Yorker, who alleg-
edly received the drugs here,
wag - identified as Paul .Oddo,
54,-of 2607 Jerome Avenue, the
Bronx, a construction worker.
A.Federal -Court jury convicted

By MORRIS KAPLAN

T

22 pounds of Heroin. He is. serv-
ing & Seven-year sentence in
the Atlarita Penitentiary,
The Mexican suspects, both
from Mexico City, are Jorge
Asaf Bala, 63, a businessman,
and  Claudio Mertinez, 42,
owner of a typewriter sales
and repair shop. Asaf is serv-
ing.a prison sentence .on. a drug
charge. . . s
Route of Cocaine. Given_ .
" Cocaine, -orginating in the
mountains; of . South America,
was brought into:-Mexico and
then smuggled across’the bor-
der into - Dallas, -according :to
Thomas ' P, Puccio,. an .dssist
ant United - States “Attorney
who . is prosécuting the chse.
Shipments -then went. by plane
to Kennedy International Afr-
ort.. .- - P
But the deals were consurn-
mated by the Cotroni organiza-
tion, authorities said. Asaf sup-
plied -the drugs and Mr.
Martinez  usually - delivered
them, they charged. In addition,
Dasti delivered a package to
Mr. Orsini in. Montreal, accord-
ing to the indictment. "
The 20 pounds listed in tﬁe
charges ‘were said to have been
delivereg,t.o Oddo by Giuseppe
Catania; who was named as co-
conspirator but not a defend-
ant. Mr. - Catania, an Italian
haberdasher from Mexico City,
was indicted last Aug, ‘21 as
the pivotal figure in the flow
of $132-million wrth of-heroin
from “France to the United
States ‘andCariada. o
‘Mr, - Fallon called ‘the Con-
troni arrest the most important
since that of Lucien Rivard in
July 1965. Rivard, a Canadianj
citizen, and castermind of. a
narcoti¢$ ring, was_the central
figire in a scandal that involved!
Canadian’ Government ' mem-
bers in an attempt to brige an
attorney  representeing . the
United States "in.,extradition
proceedings. . - - X
Conviction of the charges
contained in yesterday's in-
dictment carries a sentence of
5 to 20 ytars.in prison on' each

‘hifn/Here last year of possessing

I

-

AL WD LT

- years to megotiate the present

- ;next few-months, ' A

count and fines of $20,000, .

i ¥

. AT
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Security Pact’ Seen as Her
¢ Price for the Rencwal of §. -
U.S.. Rights -to Bases i
T ! R
£ By JOHN W FINNEY '/
. WASHINGTON, Nov. 25 —j
!The Spanish Government is ex-
pected by Defense Repartment| -
~Officials to demand a security:
:ireaty with the United Staleg
,as the price for. renewing]
Ametican military base righ(s
,in Spain. . - )
v v Just how the Administration
‘would respond to such a de-
‘mand, which would in " cffect
Jformally, commit the .United
) States to the defense of Spain,
+has not been determined, ac-|
‘cording to Pentagon officials.
i Somes officials, particularly in
"the Pentagon, would -be in-|
{clined to accept on the ground
‘that a treaty would only for-
malize an unwritten commit-|,
_ment the United Staes already
yhas to go to the defense of
Spain under the existing base-

Tights agreement. E

. QOther officials, in the State
and Defense Departments ob-| .
Ject that atceptance would]
‘doom future base - rights in
t‘S_pairz since the Senate is-un-|
likely to >approve a - mutual
jsecurity treaty with Spain, |
{  The United States has’ had
. base rights in Spain since 1963,
;through executive agreements
“between’ the two Governments
|rather than by treaty. The Air
i Force has. baseat Torrej6n and
vSaragossa ‘plus a standby base
{at Morpn; the Navy operates a
:base at Rota to, support Polaris
‘missile submarines as well .as
.some operations of the Sixth
:Fleet in the Mediterranean.

t Originally, the air bascs,in
+Spain were of direct strategic
jimportance [in supporting the
-operations ; of B-47 bombers.
But with the advent of inter-
,continental missiles and bomb-
ers, their strategic importance
‘has declined. They are now| ;
.used largely for training and
support of air wnits in Italy,|
Greece and Turkey, . b
Because it took nearly two

23

v g,

five-year agreement, which ex-
pires in 1975, prelimitary
;negotiations on a new one are
jexpected to begin.within the

%i  Behind Spain's Wis 1 **Y
" Overtures aiready made bif
' st )

iMadnd ‘suggest to Defense Dejf
[pment officials that the only
ymajor- demand will be for a
mutual security treaty. Should
Ithat be met, officlals do not
jthink that Spain would insist
ton the various forms of mili-
itary and economic assistance
_xt_hat (has'becn' her past price
Lfor granting base rights.

. They believe Spain’s wish
ifor a treaty springs largely
r,fg'om her aspiration for a Posi-
stion of equality’ with -other
iEuropean "nations that are
ilinked with the United States
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‘through the North Atlantic
‘Treaty Organization. Blocked
tover the years from admission
to NATO: by Britain and the
‘Scandanayian  states, Spain
could ; achieve somewhat the
same status throuch a bilateral
‘treaty ‘with the United States.
‘. In addi;ion, Spanish officials
wero, reportedly arguing that
the' potential Soviet-American
confrontation in the Mediter-
ranean has enhanced the value
of the American bases while
increasing: the chances that
‘Spain coyild become involved
‘in a crisi§ without any present
.assurance; the United Stated
would come to her defense. = .
7 Because of difficulties ‘en:

rgountered in using the bases

during the Arab-Israeli war last
+month, there is a question in,
.some quarters whether their
.valué in support of United
Statcs operations in'‘the Medi-
terranean is not declining still
further, o osen Cer TR
Without- any specific ‘notice
‘to the Spanish Government, the
«air bases were used for a few.
.days by Air Force. tatiker|
plancs to refuel F-4 Phantom
jets being, flown nonstop from
‘the United States to Israel.’
!y Secret Understanding’
When this became known,
Spain announced she would not
permit the United ' States” Ko,
utilize the bases “in:d locall
‘conflict such as the . Arabs
Jsraeli war.”” The statement. opis)

,?phasized that’ {hé basés oG
;only bo used to meet a threat]
‘against the security of the West
=& condition set forth in the
1970 executive agreement,

-' The concern" of the Spanish
Government- was that her ex-
tenisivo_interests in North Africa

.might ba endangered, -

. The United States raised noj} '

,strenuous objections, in part
betause of a, secret understand-
ing accompanying the 1970
:agteement that the bases could
not be used for operations ‘in-
-volving an-Arab-Israeli conflict,

As a result, the United States
'wis forced:to rely on the Lajes
air base in'the:Azores.as a ras
‘fuéling . point. Pentagon -offi-]

icials acknowledge that without

'th8’ permission of ' the " Porty-
guese’ Government to use the
‘base the airlift to Isracl ‘wogld
.probably have been impossible.

This fact is not 'expcctcd:“g{.o
-be.ignored by Portugal when'jt
,comes to rencwing the prescijt
‘Azores base agrcement, whith
\expires in February.,, =~ !
y In theé ncgotiations so far,
taccording to Pentagon officials,
;Portugal has not specificd what
it expects -in return for the
-use of the Azores base during
the Isracli resupply offort.
‘However, they expect that shé
‘will ask a high price in militagy
;and- economic aid . rather than
‘demand . United States’ dipjo-
matic ‘Suphort on the issue fof
Fortuguese territories in Af, riga,
oo 000 ‘. @ -

#
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- By GILBERT A. LEWTHWAITE
* Parls Burcau of The Sun

Paris—The Western Euto-
‘pean Union is to be asked next
week to endorse the establish-
ment of permanent institu-
tional machinery for consuita-
tions between Europe = and
America. .

The move is aimed at fore-
stalling possible “disastrous”
effects of current differences
between the two powers.

Central to these is the possi-
bility of America using the
.presence of its troops in Eu-
‘rope to wring concessions out
of the European nations in
‘trade and monetary negotia-
tions. .

A report from the European
union’s general affairs commit-
tee, to be presented to the full
assembly here next week, says
of the establishment of perma-
nent contact, ‘‘At the present
juncture, when the very founda-
tions of international order and
peace are in question, such a
step seems more essential than
ever.” ‘

The report repeats previous
European insistence on linking
}trade and monetary talks, but
balks at American policy, as
,outlined by Henry A. Kissin-
ger, the Secretary of State, of
bringing the United States
‘military presence' into the
-equation.

“It 'would be disastroug if
this interdependence (of U.S.-
European relations! werée fto
lead to. global bargaining be:
tween the United . States. and

g s g A

Europe in which securily mat-
ters could be at slake because
of frade: or even monetary
problems,” the report says.

Another report to be pre-
sented to the Western Euro-
pean Union assembly, dealing
specifically with U.S.-European
Security  Relations, chides
President Nixon for failing to
consult with the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization council
when U.S. forces were placed
on alert during the Mideast
crisis October, -

It says there was “wide-
spread, if private, condemna-
tion” in Europe of the Presi-
dent’s move, which was “inter-
preted mostly as .a response
to domestic pressures on the
President.” -

.The second report also.says
that American rebukes to Eu-
rope for lack of co-operation
during the crisis have made
“relations more difficult.”

“For Europe it is not only
the East that is a source of

anxiety. Superpower bilateral- W

ism, -as demonstrated this au-
tumn in the Middle East, could
impose a great strain upon
European-American relations.’’
it says. .

The report, from the Com-
mittee on Defense Questions
and Armaments, goes .on:
“The policies of the United
States are increasingly. becom-
ing a cause for concern to her
allies in Europe. The United
States seems less and less
ayailable in the process of

leadership, " and it:is _nqw;tlhe
L ,‘\'..'nl-» b

. ¢

turn of Europe to worry about
the steadfastness’ of her Ameri-
can ally. ) )
“Europeans ‘are posing the
question: ‘Is the United States
too strong to need alliances?”

“Weaker administrqtion”

In blunt terms, the defense
committee report gives this as-
sessment of the current situ-
ation in America: “The Wat-
ergate affair must weaken the
capacity of the American ad-
ministration to conduct its for-
eign policy free from protec-
tionist pressures .. . The res-
ignation of Spiro Agnew and

B G A T Y TN

Regular U.5.-Lurepe contact sought

ey gy
W

N ¥

tee, based. on' Anglo-French
co-operation, might be set up, !
possibly with U.S. technologi-
cal help. 1

But it says: “Any precipitate.
American disengagement -is:
moré ‘likely to discourage,
rather than encourage the Eu-’

' tropean will to self-defense.

“The choice may rest be-|
tween rearmament and ac-
quiescence. But, on the other
hand, a European failure of
will may oblige us to rely upon
the size of the United States
investment . ,in- Europe' to
sharpen American interest in:
maintaining a global balance

—— ——T]

the reality of a President-at-
bay have combined to deepen
a mood which could imperil
Europe. /

“Many Americans believe’
that Europe is either'too mean
or too lazy to defend herself,
and . that American forces
ought not 0 be overseas 25
years after the end of the

ar.' ' )
Turning specifically to possi-
ble U.S. troop withdrawals
from Europe, it says: “Con-
gressional’ pressures for with!
drawal press acutely upon the
Europe neurosis: The fear of
abandonment by the . United
States.” P

Europe, ‘it says, lacks the
political will to develop its own
nuclear deterrent on a scale to

give it real defense independ- |.
ence. The report suggesls thatf

& European fuclear coiimit-|

P T Lo
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of power.” o
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E(JA Had Heports
Of Possible War

E By Michael Getler :"

¢ Washington Post 8taff Writer :
; A Central Intelhgencg
Agency report late in Sopal
-tember warned the Whvtei
"House of a strong possmxlityd

- glthatA war might soon break,
Youl in the Middle East, acs;
;cording to reliable sources:-§
E The CIA evaluation, based,
ymostly on - unusually large
‘Egyptian maneuvers near;
;the Suez Canal, did not go,
80 far as. to predict flatly,
+that an invasion was certain,
' But the signs were viewed,
‘ds sufficiently ominous to be;
immedlately passed along at!
‘very high lev el to the.
Israelis.
. Tel Aviv, however, x'epm'.-g
;edly disputed the American;
dnterpretation of Egyptiam
jactivity. Given the high es!
steem .in which Israeli intel-,
lllgence is held -in -Washing<
.ton and the closeness of thei
Israehs to the would-be war
wmne, the Israeli assessmenﬂ
was quickly 3ccepted here.

As late as Oct.' 4, just two
tdays before the war began,®
the joint U.S. Intelluzence1
‘Board, made up of represen-!
slatives from several intelli-;
gence agencies — including!
CfA——took a common position
that hostilities were unlikely,
“aceording to informants here.

“The readiness to accept the
Istaeli view, the failure to heed
some unusual danger. signals
_and the general surprise of
‘the Arab attack has caused
considerable post-war concern
. both within the administration
"ard the intelligence commu-
nity. = .,

Within the Pentagon's
’DGIense Intelligence Agency,
Lit:has been learned that the
_thfee top men—an Army co-.
lonel, Navy captaln and senior
cifilinn official:~who headed
the Middle East ‘intelligence
“brinch were transferred out'
‘ofsthose jobs in the aftermath,
ofithe fighting.

At the same time, however,
the ‘existence of the earlier
CIA warning, roughly one to
two weeks: before the fighting
stirted, seems to suggest that
the intelligence communityl
wis not totatly as flat-footed |
" at-Secretary of State Henry A. i
‘Kfgsinger indicated at his Oct. ;
i25°press conference.
© At that time, Kissinger snid
x&der Yues monmg that . |, alfi
AR ime iHenee al oup  dlfs
‘pdsal (before, Oct. .6).and all,‘

< the intelligence given to ué by,
fofeign couhtries = suggested;
that there was- no possibility,
.ofthe outbreak of a war.} . ;
Bources say , there 'is no:
QUestlon that in the period be-
tween the end of September]
—tafter the Israelis had chal-
Jlefiged the CIA warning—and
Just a day or so before the;
war actually started, the Uhit-
ed’ States had accepted the Ts¢
‘raell view that “they . Jnew;
'bést” and there was noe’ cause
for alarm, *.. " -
3 “But Klssmger’ aSSertlon
thht the intelligence available
suggested i“no - possibility ' of
the outbreak of a war” is’'re-
.garded by a number of -sen-’
lof officials both in and out of,
the “intelligence - fleld as hn‘
ov’brstatement at -’ the very
least : B
»Aside irom the CIA rcport
sburces here suggest that]
other parts of the intelligencé
,chbmmunity such as the State:
- Départment, while not making
_oitright predictions of war-
fai-e weré certainly -express-
ifg wariness.
g‘he most difficult, and some.
sa:y impossible, part of intelll-
genhce work, however, is- the
dﬁf[erence between gathering
f!\cts and esumating inten:
tums it is this difference that
Kissinger sought to emphasxze
at an earlier Ott. 12 preéss con:
ference when' he was: quest]
tioned about the - apparent in-
telligence failure in hot’ pre-
_dicting the attack. . -
Kissinger said- then’ ‘that)
‘both U.S. and Israell intelli~
.gence had been aware of the

pre-war build-up of forces in’
Egypt and Syria. He explained
that Egyptian army manel-
vers on the west side of the
Suez Canal had been carried
out during September in each,
of the last 10 years. He indi-
cated that three times during:
the week preceding the war;
assessments had been’ asked
from U.S. and Israeli’ intelli-
gence agencies and that each
time they ‘conlluded that
“hostilities were unlikely to
the point of there being no
chance of it.” !

Yet the earlier CIA repurt
which Informants say was con-
tained in the more highly clas-
sitied version: of agency re.
porig that come to the atten.
tion,of only certain officlals,
reportedly  warhed that. the
September ° maneuvers this

© e e e ,26
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! On NSC Wﬁe@mag

1 ., By Laurence Stern
L " Washington Post Staff Writer

“In popular mythology, " the Natlonal,
Secumty Council is the nation’s ultxmate
‘crisis forum. ; > *

It was in- this spirit, perhaps, thate
'Secretary of State Henry- Kissinger and
Defense Secretary James R. Schl(:Slm;«:‘r‘I
ireferred to a National Security Council}
meetmg on the night of Oct. 24 whem
'Amencan military forces were placed on;
world-wlde alert.

¥ Now the White House acknowledgea
that there was no meeting of the National:
Security Council on that night of putative.
‘international peril when the word was:
flashed to U.S. air, ground and sea forces

;to go into a high state of readiness. .g .

- “That meeting is not in our formal
hstmg of National Securily Council’
meetmgs ” said NSC staff Secretary!
Jeanne W. Davis. This was corroborated,
by the White House press office. S

i Yet Kissinger, in his Oct. 2§ press con-l
iference, said the . President called
'speclal meeting of the National Secur)ty

!Council” at 3 a.m. that same day to or der '

,the precautionary alert.

} Kissinger added that “all the’ membcrs\
wof the National Security . Council were,
‘unanimous in their recommendations as;
‘the result of a deliberation in which the,
\Pxesidcnl did not himself participate, and’;
in which he joined only afte1 they had»
formed their Judgment ;‘
*_ Defense Secretary Schlesmger “the:
same day, said it was he who mntlated
"the alert after a meeting of the “abbrcvp
Sa ed National Security Council,” though
“he added that “the President was in com-,
‘plete command at all times during the*
scourse “of the evening.” |

+ Kissinger said the NSC meeting took'
iplace at 3 am. on the 25th, Schlesmgcﬁ
jtimed it at 11 p.m. on the 24th. The Presi-!
tdent said it was he who ordered the pre--
ccautionary alert shortly after midnight}
‘on the 25th after “we obtained informa-
'tion which led us to believe that the
:Soviet Union was planning to send a very;
‘Substantial for¢e into the Mideast, a mili-
tary force.”

I>.White House records list only two
meetmgs of the National Security Coun-i

<oy p'e Y

iyear were different and more’

‘ominous than the past.

Informants say there were,
!many more troops involved
than in the past, more ammu.'f

nition being used and stock-
piled, amuch greater logistics
build-up and, perhaps most im-
portantly, more field commu-
nications being hooked up and
operated—something  which
occasionally can be listened in
on' by electronic sensors,

.The .transfcr of offielaly
within the Iofenxe Intells
gence Ageney, aecording. to
one source, came sbout ‘ be:

l'tlons voiced by these officials|
{before the war started to the
,vahdity of these danger sxg- :
nals

At his Oct. 12 press confer-
ence Kissinger alluded to the
gravest danger of ' intelli- [}
gence assessments”. . .thel.
tendencyto “fit the facts into|
existing preconceptions and to}
make  them consistent wlth
what- Is anticipated,” !

By and: large. the revai ng :
view smm { a m war
hean that the Arab armies)
would never risk another hu-|

caude of some strong dbjed-q]_

mlhaung defeat at the hands of}.
Israel s

-y
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¢il during 1973. One was on M
one on April 12, White House
would not divulge the topic
meeting.

arch 8 and)
spokesmen’
of elther

. The meeting that occurred the night of

Oct 24 or: the early morning hours of Oct. !
25—dcpeqdmg on whose version is ac-
curate—ipncluded only two of the four’
.statutopy members of the council, Secre-,
tary of State Kissinger and Secretary of'
Defensm Schlesinger. The other two mem-}

bms are the President and the

“dent. Mr. Nixon was, by ail
current.gccounts, upstmrq in
the White' House while his
cabinet aides were meeting
in the basement Sltuatmn
Roorm. i

here was no ready exe

planation of why two Cabis
. net officers, both famous
for their Washington bureau-
cratic street wisdom and for
Aheir precision of public uté
terance, should be in dis-
agreement with the White
Hsuge and NSC over wheth.
ar the meeting in which they.
both participated was or
-was not an NSC meeting.’

In practice formal NSC
"meetings have become-
among the rarest of Wash-
ington phenomena. The two
meelings this year compar:
ed with three meetings in
‘1972 when the administra-
tion was engaged in the
.complex exercises of detente
summitry and extrication
from ietnam. .

“The formal NSC meeting
is a cosmetic, a fiction,” in
the view of a former high-

ranking stalf member. “As
a forum it has become un-
wieldy. There are people
there the President may not
want to be there. Papers
have 1o, be written . that.
bureaucrats receive and
circulate.”

“It hadn’t been used in
the original textbook sense
since the Eisenhower years.”

Nevertheless Presidents
and their press spokesmen
have persistenlly {fostered
the notion that in moments
of national gravity the NSC,
in its coliective wisdom, has
‘provided benediction to the
policies finally adopted.

After the Tet offensive In
Vietnam_ in January 1968,
for example, President
Johnson called an “~NSC
meeting and invited news
photographers in to record
the high seriousness of the
occasion. It was not until
days and wceks later that
the policy responses to the‘
Tet attack were decided.

More recently, in the con-,
troversy over falsified U.S.
bombing reports in Cambo-
dia, former Secretary of De-
fense Melvin R. Laird said
the orders for falsification
of the reports came from
the National Security Coun-
cll early in 1968. One former
USC staffer, whose business'
it was to know the NSC.
agenda during that period,
sald he had no recollection’
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Anatomy of the October Alert

Achon Was Dovirﬁs'tawé

-
Y

Premdent Was Upstairs

WASHINGTON—H i§ the - mght of
Oct 24, 1973, Presidedt Richard M.
Nixon is facing what he described two;
’days later as “the mbst difficult crisis
‘we have had since’the Cuban’ confron-
tation of 1962. .

He is facing it, accordmg to hls
*aides, in the- scc!usmn of his upstairs
living quarters in the Whits House.
“That is where he stayed thtoughout.
_the crisis, but that is all that is known,
perhaps all that will ever be known,’
‘about his activities during the hours,
when American forces were placed on,
an alert, ready to counter any Russian’
movement of troops into the Suez
Canal war zone, .

In his press conference of Oct 26,
the President gave the clearimpression

that he had been in active charge of*

the American action. He said: “When
‘T received -that information I ordered
‘shortly " after midnight on Thursday

morning, an alert for .all American
I' also -

“forces .around the world,
proceeded on the dxplamatxc frbnt In
a message to Mr. Brezhnev an urgent
message . . .

But on Oct 24 while the President:
,remained upstairs, the man who con--
ceived the alert, Secretary of State.
Henry A. Kissinger, 'and the man who
called ‘it at 11:30 P.M., Secrctary of
Defense James R, Schlcsmger were
‘two flights below in ‘the basement’
Situation Room of the White Housc,
‘running the crisis by their own
.flourescent lights and telephoning Mr..
Nixon ' periodically. to obtain_ his ap-.
“proval for their actions. -

And it is now certain that both the'
"timing ‘and  exact nature of the -alert,
were acted upon without the Presi-
‘dént’s specific' prior approval.. Mr.
y Kissinger and. Mr.  Schlesinger acted’
.alone after’ getting ‘the President’s,
earlier, general approval over the
phone for an American policy that in--
; cluded both a firm -political response
rand a military - signal,. And Mr.  Kis-.

‘of bombing policy in Cambeo-,
dia being on the Councxl
agenda.

Below the level of the full
Council, the intensity of ac-
tivity picks up. The NSC
staff is a study in perpetual’
motion. Since the arrival of
Kissinger as National Secu.!
rity Adviser to the Presi-
dent, its members have
worked the 1ongest hours ln
town. ' (

Under Klsslnger the,
Council staff divides' and
subdivides Into  various:
working groups dealing with’
‘the myriad issues—from the’
possibility of a government
.toppling in Latin America to:
_the hardness of Soviet mis-,
sile sites—which fcrm the
‘President’s percépl s of}

&nuonnl aecurlty‘ X
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\ singer now admlls he was amazed'
iwhen the alert, instead of remaining a-
i quiet_but clear signal to the Soviet
;Union, showed up’the next mornmgmf :
headlines and telecasls all over the:
United States. R
,-" What really - happened that- mght

\ when --the famous hot line - between
Washingion and Moscow' ' remained |
‘cold and Sovict and American diplo- |
mats. scurtied through ‘the amumn,
darknessy ’

I the |mmcdxatc aftormah bolh
Soviet' ‘officials. and.’Mr. Kissinger!
briefly considered ‘making public i‘xe
entire ‘strange exchange that led to’
‘the alert, including the. note from’
'Leonid Brezhnev to Washington w}nch
which was later, described as “brutal,”
“tough,” or leavmg "vcry lxttle to the
imaginaﬁon "o 5

‘At a néws’ confereme 12 hours arter'
the alert was ordered, Mr. Kissinger
was asked to detail the information :
that had . made the alert necessary.
Some’ reporters raised the possibility*
that the alert was designed chiefly to
serve domestic political purposes by’
dzvertxng attention from Mr,’ Nixon's:
Watergate problems Seemingly more’
in . sorrow. than in anger that such.
.doubts should be raised, Mr. Kissinger-
.admitted that, they were “a symptom.
,of ‘what is happemng to. our country”’
and pledged he would provide the, full*
accounb—-saymg it would cohvmce any;
:skeptic—as soon as the cmergency had,
passcd 3

" Last wecek, wnh the Umtcd States
and the 'Soviet - Union. once agam~
‘cooperating, Mr.: Knssmger said he “re-{
‘grcltcd" his earlier promise. To make
‘the jnfotmation’ public now, he said,
mnght upset the redlscovered mood of.
"cooperation, Intended. or not, the net;
effect of tlie two press conference.
statements was- that the Administra-.
"tion’s most respected- figure had stilled
crmcs during the emérgency with hls'
promlse of full disclosure, then w;thd'
drawn the promise, when the public's !
«concermi with the crisis had passed. So*
there will be no. official account for
some txme——perhaps not for: years. _j

1 Although he would not provide the"
diplomatic and intelligence information*
ithat led tothe .alert, Mr. Kissinger:
rwas willing to talk about.some aspects
‘of the war of nerves with Moscow.}
'On- the basis- of talks with' him and*
.other Amcncan ‘Soviet-and Isracli ofh-e
icials it-is possnble, however, to makel
,a"preliminary reconstruction of whaci
;nuw appears to have been less -a- fulisd
.blown crisis than a firm test: of super i
Ipower wills and tactics, -

“The test began with the situation m
\the Middle East'after three weeks' of
-war, with Egyptian forces in what‘Had‘
been the Israeli- held Sinal and Isragli

_ifofces In what had been Egyptlaicheld

Egypt, west 'of ‘the ‘Suer Capal, '
A Gﬂ;‘::t’ fig:ehaﬂ beexzh ne:capteéih t:iyi
arti;a Qet, €N Dreached,;
0?) 8001 ?S

'
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mainly by the Israelis, who completed
encirclement of the Egyphan -1II:Corps
on. the Suez east bank: The growing:
.desperation of the Egyptians and their;
‘Soviet patrons prompted a radioed plea
‘at 3 P.M. ED.T.. Oct. 24 by Presxdentx
Anwar el-Sadat for a joint Amencan-‘
Soviet task force to enter the regiom:
and enforce the cease-fire of Oct: 22'Z
Some Amcrican officials were sure’ the;}
Russians solicited this plca as a wa;"
to establish a sizable Sovtet F‘orce m‘
the’ disputed Canal Zone.

': Butiall was calm in Washmgtoh,‘

o\en though Soviet air.and " na\:al‘
,forces,, mcludmg seven la.ndmg ships,,
Qwete. “milling  about” ' the Medis:
'terraneap and -seven -Soviet airborne;
(divisions with 40,000 troops’ were on'
‘the alért'in Russia. - ;
., . But ‘there ‘had been Soviet alrbomE‘
:troop’ ‘alerts ‘before' ‘and “one hlore
"Soviet landing craft..in the eastern’
‘Mediterranean ‘earlier. As late’ as: 5
P.M., Mr. Kissinger.and Sovxet Ami
:bassador Anatoly Dobrynin " were ‘hat+
rmonn’msly discussing the details’ of im
‘plementing the ‘cease-fire. 3
‘About 8 P.M., Ambassador Dobrynin
retumed to. the' State: ‘Department: with*
‘a’note ‘from. Mr, Brezhnev to Mi{
Nixon, takihg up President Sadat’s pIea*
for a joint American-Soviet expedi-|
tlonary force. “The note - urged- Ameri-:
can participation; nothing more. Mr.!
Klssmger ‘conferred ‘with the Presxdcnt‘?
by phone. ‘and " quickly  handed the~
{Russian enviy a “reply’ with aifirm, no
explammr that ‘it could ‘be disastrous!

'bo invr} e'both superpowers in a tense
gsitreion®on the ground.

t".ind at -the. United ' Nations, thef
- soviet delegate in the Security Couns?
rcil, Yakov Malik, was ‘accusing the’
‘United States of breaking the. cease-:
jn'e bargain by.allowing Isracl to gain l{
‘more Egyptian territory. He demanded
ithat the United States accede to thei
1Sadat request for a joint expeditionary,
=force The American-delegate; John A.,
rScah ‘informed Mr. szsmger of thxs
tdevelopment.. | o
{:-About . 10:40 PM
{Dobrynin.. returned w1th a - :secon
'Brezhnev note’ to the President. Afteg
cas’hgatmg the Israclis, it said,.accord-
ifg to two officials who read it: We'
strongly. urge that'we; both send forces;

E R
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o

Ambassador;

o

f0’ enforce” thes edase-tire and, I "yoil
ido ‘not, we’ may be obhged to- consider
acting alone

\“The threatrof a. umlateral msertion
éf Stviet forces into the-battle zone!
iwas. more " implicit than -explicit.. But
it's effect was electrifying. i g
; The United‘States could have tnkex(‘
the suggestion of unilateral action in\
stride, Mr. Kissinger. 'said’ later, yet!
vjuxtaposed with the rising demands’
lof Mr, Malik at the United Nations,,
,w:th the alert of Soviet airborne forces,
fand the’ movement’ of: Soviet ]andmg
ﬁcraft, it slgmﬁed the- possibility of a‘i
really serious Riissian military fnove!

-Mr.. Kissinger phoned "Mr. Nixon:
again, ‘recommending: a, firm polltlcalJ
response, backed up’ by a mnhtary
signal, Tlie -President -agreed to the“
‘principle, bu!i left Mr. Kissinger "to!
decide what Torm the responses wouldf
take. Mr. Kissinger then convened aj
,formal session of .'the scldom- used‘
Natlonnl Security Council. As constl—
“tuted, the N.S.C.- has six meribers,]
including the President. But Mr. Nixon!
‘was upstairs. Mr. szsmger was there
i’ His- dual capacity as. Mr. Nixon's.
,adviser on national security affairg and:
as Secretary of -State. Mr. Schlesmger

was. there as- Defense -Secretary. Arnd’

=that was it, There was no Vice Presi-”

‘dent and.noDirector of the Office -of; 3
Emergency Preparedness; ‘the -office!
‘has. been ‘vacant  for 13 months. “Offi’
icially the meeting consisted of- sz-.
éinger Kissingér and Schiesinger,” - ax;
‘council aide. commented.
i Belatedly called in for"the 11 e
isession’ was William “Colby, dxrector«
iof tlie Ccnlral Intelligence , Agency..
'Also present,  as the military adviser,
Was Adm. Thomas.Moorer, Chalrman
«of the Joint: Chlefs of Staff. 3
. The 'two "printipal’ parllclpants Mr
(szsmger and- Mr. Schlesinger, swxftly.
agreed on the modified alert calb

iknown as the Defense Condition 3, the
imiddle on a scale of five alert stages. )
E After. transmitting the alert- to the{
E‘servxce chiefs &t 11:30 P.M.; ‘Mr.:
S,chlesmger and Admiral Mo ret dis-
cussed the 'situation for’ another twp
khours Then they drove . across” :thé!
t otomac to- put .the’ finishing" touch hes?
on the alert, They finlshed about

JhM and. went: hbme 1o bed"

LNt AR

1

WiMr. KissThger Tepeatedly Tnformed,
Jsrael's Ambassador Simcha Dinitz i
ithe developments. This had the effect:
lof. letting “Tel -Aviv- know that, while
the United States was acting to prevent’
".Soviet landing, it would , weicome,
an Israeli action to case tcnsxops along,
ithuez N LT
r;“Retrospcctlvely, it is safc to cons .
iclude the Soviet threat and the Ameri<,
{tan alert; caused the Isracli leadership
to cease wusing tlie plight of the Egyp-\
tian- III. Corps to extract new-conces-
isions from Cairo and to.allow’the Unit=
ed Nations units to enter Suez Oct.. 27.
.+ Mr. Kissinger also drafted a note to,
Mr. Brezhnev for the President, firmly:
istating. the: United. States -would /not'
!tolerate a lone Soviet military niove in’
‘thie Middle East- and urging Sovict'
icooperation in -support of a Urited:
{Nations ‘resolution establishing a new
,peacekeeping force for the-battle zoné‘.
E" ‘About 3 A.M. he went upstairs to’
iMr. Nixon and obtained-the President's
tratxflcatlon of. all: thcse actxons Then’
both turned in. -

Mr. szsmget concluded that by 1 thls-
tlme the 'Soviet Union would have‘
'monitored the signals putting Ameris
‘can forces-on alert. The stiff note. m'
aM’x;w Brczlmev was- dxspatched about 4;
A

" About 7 AM. Mr. Kissinget. woke up,
to watch the television news and
he was, he later recounted, astonished
:to leam that the alert call ‘he had!
'hoped to keep confined to the world of!
diplomacy was being brbadcast to the
American people. 3

From all this, it. seems clear there
‘was no actual crisis, but a potem.xaln
-crisis. That is. why" the President stayeds

_upstairs and that is why the hot lme-

- was not ‘uséd: Only after the news of*

‘the alert was.broadcast, did Mr. leon‘

decide to dramatize it as a crucna],‘

‘personal face-off against the Russlans’.

‘In any case, a little more than 12\
hours after the. second Brezhnev note:
‘was delivered; the Soviet Union al-}
tered -its stance in. the United Nations’
‘and lént support, to the American reso- 4
lution - authorizing a United-- Nation
peacekeepmg force for the- dlsputecL
‘Suez region. From then on the. S\tua'
uon 1mprovcd. ¢, =~DAVID' BINDERv‘
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e oil shortage has thrown the econo-

ic forecasts for the United States in
1974 into complete confusion. A supply-
induced recession, the first ever, isnowa
distinct possibility, though the fore-
asts at this stage—based on incomplete
knowledge of how the supply of oil pro-
ducts will be divided among the ultimate
users—are tentative. At one end of the
spectrum|is the possibility “of scarcely
any damage at all to the basic economy.
If by voluntary or compulsory means
there can be brought about a 15 per cent
reduction in consumption by private
cars, home heating (through lower tem-
peratures) and commercial establish-
ments such as shops, there will be enough
oil, despite the Arab embargo, to supply
industry and electricity-generating
plants. This is the official estimate made
by Mr Herbert Stein, chairman of the
President’s Council of Economic Advis-
ers,and there seems noreason todisputeit.

However, achieving that 15 per cent
reduction is another matter. No one
knows how much will be accomplished
by such devices as a nationwide speed
limit of 50 miles an hour, permanent
summer time, and by appeals for more
car pooling by commuters and presiden-
tial requests to keep homes six degrees
cooler this winter. If Americans want to
be co-operative—and .there are some,
such as the Washington Post columnist,
Mr William Raspberry, who apparently
believe the whole “crisis” is a fake some-
how dreamed up by the oil companies—
they could accomplish a great deal. But
the likelihood is, despite much agonising
in the government, and publicly expressed
reluctance by the President, that at least
petrol will have to be rationed to con-
sumers to accomplish the purpose. Such
men as Mr Stein and Mr George Shultz,
the Secretary of the Treasury, would
much prefer a steep new petrol tax to the
“nightmare” of rationing, but this route
seems to be effectively blocked by hos-
tility in Congress. )

By contrast, Congress seems quite
willing to grant the President the power
to ration, as he has asked, on a “stand-
by” basis. The Senate passed a bill to
that effect on Monday, and the House of
Representatives will return to considera-
tion of the subject next week after its
Thanksgiving recess. Petrol would be
rationed not so much because of any
grave shortage of petrol itself, but to help
shift the “mix” of refinery output toward
middle distillates and residual oil needed
for electricity, transport and industry.
Much less likely, but still possible, is
rationing of heating oil to consuners..

The problem is one of bewildering
complexity, but an example of what
could happen is supplied by the steel
industry, which says that if it is limited
to last yeat’s supply of fuel, it will have to
reduce its current booming production
by some 10 per cent and lay off 60,000
workers, The petrochemical industry;
which uses ell as a buni fegdstoelk, says

plastics and chemicals it produces could
result indirectly in a loss of 1.6m jobs,
although this is undoubtedly a self-
serving ‘estimate. In a first decision on
priorities, the government decreed last
week that farmers, local bus companies
and energy producers such as coal com-
panies could have all the oil products
they needed for the next 60 days. More
of this kind of thing is likely. .
At this early stage, what seems most
probable in the coming winter and spring
is a series of spot oil shortages for both
consumers . and industry and temporary
interruptions of industrial production.
How much these would affect total out-
put and employment is anyone’s guess.
The most dire forecast has come from
the National Petroleum Council, which
estimates that the unemployment rate
could be pushed as high as 7.7 per cent
(it is now 4.5 per cent of the labour
force). This is disputed not only by Mr
Stein but by such outside economists as
Mr Otto Eckstein, a member of Presi-’
dent Johnson’s Council of Economic
Advisers. Like others, Mr Eckstein is in
process of shaving off 1 to 2 per cent of
“real” (after allowance for price changes)’
gross national product from his forecast
for 1974, which would leave theeconomy’
with miniscule growth, but still growth,"
and with only a modest increase in un-~
employment. The truth of the matter is:
that no estimates can be much good at:
this point. : :
Before the sudden oil emergency.

‘created by the Arabs—who supply

directly or- indirectly at least 10 per cent
of the country’s oil consumption—the
forecasts were tending to cluster around
what is known as a “growth recession”,
meaning a sharply reduced rate of growth.
in 1974 but not an actual decline in out-:
put which would qualify as a recession.:
The forecasts were based as usual on'

assessment of the sectors of demand.

-

i

‘Strength in business investment in plant!
and equipment and in stocks, together’
with some -increases in government
spending and booming exports, were ek
pected to offset the drop in housing’
construction and probably sluggish con-i,
sumer -spending, particularly on motor:
cars. . ) -
Actually, a significant slowdown in'
growth has already taken place, with real
gup in the sccond and third quarters
rising at a rate of only 3 per cent com-
pared with an unsustainable 8 per cent in
late 1972 and carly this year. House-
building, badly aiflicted once again by
sliortage of mortgage money and high
interest ratcs, has plummeted. At the
beginring of the year new houses werg
being started at an annusl rae of 2505
this fell to 1.6m in Ociober—a steeper’
deciine than expecicd. '
Even without a dire oil shortage for
electric power and industry, the spot
shortages and resulling botilencaks in the

. supply of various producris-—some of
“.which are already in short-supply as a

resuit of the recent boom and of insuffi-
cient productive capacity-—could tip the
scales fromi a growth recession to actual
recession, as the forecast of the Wharton
School of the University of Pennsylvania
now tentatively expects. It would be a
\yclrd, indeed unprecedented, combina-
tion of weak demand in some parts of the
cconomy supplemented by insufficient
supply in others. .
Not too much should be made, how-
ever, of the semantic distinctions about
recession”. To the vast majority of
Americans it will not make much differ-
ence if the gnp next year grows by 1 per
cent or declines by 1 per cent, though the
history books would have to record the
latter result as a recession. Far more

.important will be the psychological

effect on - Amcricans of such things as
kno_wlcdge of the country’s, depcndence
on imported oil for a third of its total
supply, the awakening to how much
energy they waste and the unaccustomed
fact of outright shortages. How all this
will alter national attitudes remains to
be seen, but things will never be quite the
same again. e S K

f

Where the oil goes

' , Consumption of major products, thousand triliion BTUs 1972
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U.S. Oil Firms Ask United Crisis’

By Dan Morgan

. Washington Post Staff Writer
" Major American oil compa-
nies, faced with unprece-
dented Arab embargges, are
seeking government backing
for a common overseas oil pol-
icy which might require broad
exemptions from anti-trust
laws.
The effort to .draft a joint
policy which the government
could ackept-is in the initial
istages. Qil company execu-
‘tives say that the policy will
‘dépend heavily on what hap-
pens in the immediate future
_between the United States and
the oil-producing countries of
‘North Ahlca and the Middle
‘East.

Details of what the major

oil firms want in terms of’

Government cooperation and
support are still unclear. How-
ever, executives, who attended’
a meeting at the State Depart-
‘ment Friday with Secretary of
‘State * Henry Kissinger. sald
that current -anti-trust laws
now make it difficult for the
companies to adopt a common
front in, dealmgs with the Ar-
1abs.

¥ Several years ago the major |

tiations with the oil producing
-countries on prices would not

-own deals with producing na-

- ceived a business letter frgm
the Justice Department assur-
ing them that their joint nego-

viclale anti-trust legislation.

. However, sources in the oil
industry say that the waiver
apparently - does not cover
such joint steps as boycotts of
oil from a particular country,
joint marketing arrangements,
or any other steps that could
be construed’ as ‘preventing
competitors from making their

tions.

One. oil. confpany executwe
said that when the present cri-
sis ends in ‘the Middle East,

tlement of the Middle East

. mestic American oil ses,
‘from Arab production cuts,

the oil companies must “find a¢

mechanis_m” in which they capn.
“get together and work out a

policy.” He sald anti-trust laws -

now make this difficult.

State Department officlals”

stressed yesterday that no
agreements had been reached
between oil company repre-
sentatives and the govern-

‘I ment. They described the posi-

tion of hoth sides as “an in-
terim posture.”
Secretary of State Kissinger

is reported to feel that, at this

stay in the background and ™
leave the administration to try |
to stabilize the situation in the
Middle East. . .

Oil company officials :a_v .
that the United States will be
at least partially dependent on
supplies from the Middle East
until- the early 1980s. They
also {eel that even with a set.

problem, - powerful " political
forces, favoring production re-
strictions will continue to ex-
ist irv-that part of the world.

. Some of the Immediate do-',
losses,

.and embargoes can be offset:

by, diverting shipments from
| Indonesia, Nigeria and Iran’

‘which are earmarked for other

destinations, ofncxals said yes-
terday.

European countries, except
for'the Netherlands, are ex-
empt from the embargoes of.
such major arab’ producers as
‘Saudi Arabia. However, Amer-
fean firms control most of the
Saudi installations, and also
transport the oil in Ametican:
chartered vessels: This means

~ Policy.

tion hy L\mencan comnanie is
required* for the pmbngo “to
'work. Oil executives say they
hope .to comply with the L1
,bargo by shipping more Arub
oil to Europe and more i
‘thnh oil from countries whlcp
‘are not participating in the
'embargo to the U.S. market.

{' Yesterda.s{, U.S. .inteligence
gsources sald the Indoncsigm
government might  offer the
U.S. increased access lo its
rnch oil reserves in return for
‘more financial assistance.

Any steps requiring addi-
tional waivers rof anti-trust
Jaws would meet with contro-
versy on Capitol Hill, where.
Senale investigators already
are looking into the operations
of numerous. multi-national
corporations. -

" “The major oil companies
have had tax credits and for-
eign depletion allowances and
anti-trust  exemptions
what we have {s higher oil

and -

companies asked for and re-
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time, the oil companies should

Oil in the
alliance -

Washington, DC

However short it may" be of the real
thing, the Unrited States is now trying

to pour diplomatic oil on the troubled -

waters of ' the Nato alliance. During
the Middle East war the United States
and its European allies parted company
over two main aspects of American
policy. Only Portugal gave the United
States full overflying and landing rights
for American aircraft carrying military
supplies to Israel. Portugal is now repor-
‘ted to be pressing for something in return
—a higher rent for the use of the Azores
base and also, rather more embarras-
singly, support for its African policies.
West Germany objected publicly and
vociferously when American supplies
were loaded on Israeli ships in the north
German port of Bremerhaven. The other
European complaint was that America’s
ailies were not consulted on, let alone
timely informed of, the decision to
put all American forces on alert on
October 25th as a warning to the Rus-
sians not to overplay their hand in the
Middlé East.” Mr James Schlesmger,
the Secretary of Defence, and the German
defence minister have now agreed that the

‘United States is free touse German-based.

equipment as it wishes, provided it does
not' repeat the indiscretion of usmg
Israeli ships.

Both governments now admit that

they over-reacted. Certainly the Nixon

Administration admits that publie state:

ments from the President, Mr Schlesinger-
and the State Department—all publicly
excoriating- the weak-kneed showing of
the Europeans in the face of Arab

threats to cut off oil shipments—were
unnecessary, at the least. The unfavour-
able comparison of the good job that
the Kennedy administration did in
keeping its European allies informed
over Cuba in 1962 with the Nixon
Administration’s handling of the October
25th alert has not been missed either.
It was noticeable that when the Euro--
pean community issued its joint statement.
on the Middle East on November 6th,
which took a general anti-Israeli stand,
there was no official American reaction.
Privately, of course, the Administration’
regarded it as. another instance of how
hopelessiy the Europeans are the cap—
tives of their needs for oil.

. These needs mean that however.
much tact and diplomacy the United
States uses on its European allies, the
latter will' always perceive the Middle
East situation differently. American
arguments that Russian involvement
transforms the Middle .East from a
problem outside Nato’s geographnc

purview into a general strategic issue .
.on which Nato must take a joint stand,

will fall on deaf ears. Perhaps the.
United States and its European allies
can come to an agreement to disagree
on the Middle East. The danger is that
the present note of acrimony will spill
over into other areas. Since October
30th Nato representatives have been’
s'llttm down with the representatives of
the
mutual trosp réductions. In the eles!

30

that some measure of coopera-

afgaw pact in Vienna to négotiate,

prices and shortages,” sald
one Capitol Hill source famil-
jiar with the industry. “Now
they want a second bite at the
apple ';,..« PPN G T I
cumstances it was .confusing, to say'
the least, when Mr Schlesinger uttered.
a thinly veiled threat of a unilateral’
reduction in American troops in Europe.:
He has since retracted. Mr Schlesinger,
even before the Middle East war, was
extolling the idea of airlift capacity as,
making the withdrawal of more American’
troops from Europe practicable.. The
'success of the American airlift to Israel
may have strengthened his view. It is,
however, too early to determine whether
the Americans are trying to force the
pace.

Then -there is the problem of the
‘new_Atlantic charter that this “Year'
"of Europe” was to have produced.
The grand design .which Mr Henry
, Kissinger outlined in April was that a
general declaration of principles between
the United States, Europe and ultxmatelyp
,Japan, encompassing both economlcsu
"and defence, would be signed when!
President Nixon made his planned?
autumn trip to Europe. Since then,
Watergate has intervened to preoccupy N
the President and put his future in
doubt. And the Europeans, scared that
the United States might somehow use
its maintenance of troops in Europe to.
‘secure economic concessions, succeeded -
in September in petting the contemplated
charter divided into one concerned with -
economics with the European com-’
munity, and one concerned with defence
_with Nato,

Even without the redent dinagreement,
over * the: Middle Bast ‘among Nato
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. . I
economic’ and other matters are faring"  Atlantic charter. The “~United Statek*
htth better. Mr Walter Stoessel, - remains determined to do this, even
Assistant  Secretary for European’ It means - a third declaration ‘S:
:Affairs; and Mr Helmut Sonnenfeldt, ~ principles. Among other things, ths
still a close associate of Mr Kissinger i
at the National Security Council, joined.
European representatives in Copenhagen
on Wednesday to continue talks, But:

-recent leaks -of the various draft pro-*

allies, 'progress on the two charters
has beén slow. The discussion of the
‘declaration on security centres at the
moment on a draft produced by the
‘French early in October. As France
‘does not participate in the military’
‘side of Nato, that draft not surprisingly”
containgdlittle on the questions of mutual
troop cuts and financial burden sharing.
The la,bzler is of great importance to the
‘United ‘States, and the Nixon Adminis-
.tration ‘wants both of these items to;
‘figure prominently in thefinaldeclaration,
‘Prepsrations for the declaration. on;

fact that/ Japan, faced with an eveg'
greater  oil problem than Europe;
managed, to avoid publicly siding with
: the Arabs. The real point- of My Kisy
posals show that the United States and.  Singer’s suggested Atlantic  chartey’
‘Europe are still some way from agree-.  Was to show that the United Stateg;
iment. o : .. could strike agreements with its friendy:
;. Lastly, there is the curious problem’.  as smoothly and as quickly as with itg
of, how (o weave Japan into an’ enemies; that point has yet tobeprcwed§

Nixon Administration is mindful of th%
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" NATO ~
, ' A&Aft@r ;
.YomKippur,

% - By William Safire =
. .BRUSSELS, Nov. 28—Whal's the'j
i§tate. of {he Atlantic alliance, now that}
“the reality ot a Mideast war has called

"l the rhetorical biuffs? - i
~' "It American eyes, some of our allies a:
Jtewhom American troops in Euro_pe, ks
still 300,000 strong, have been helping ‘!
{6’ protect for these past 23 years—
Jran out on us when the chips were ;
" 'down, cravenly caving in-to Arab oil j
" .pressure’ and obstructing,our'efforts :
.to resupply Israel at the crucial mo-+
.ment; on top of that, our NATO part-
ners had the gall to complain wheu}‘
“wWe piit our own troops on alert to,’
¢ounter a Soviet threat to send their
“troops into the Mideast. .
/'In European eyes, the superpower- :
.crazed Americans ~- who have kept;
*their troops in Europe to protect.their@‘
"own national interests, including -$28 .
.billion of investments which return -
$3 billion to U.S. investors every year:
?—put their troops on a war alert with<
' out even notifying, much less consuit-
: ing the countries in which those troops °
! Were stationed; on top of that, the new .
.'American Secretary of State added in-.;
" sult to injury by berating allies that
. have suffered far more than Americans !
. in.war, and who are directly threatened‘.é
7with the strangulation of their indus-{i
: tries. . o
""-~Some of the ambassadors in the :
* suitably temporary NATO headquarters |,
*.here in Brussels suspect the American |
" pique to be an dttempt to “hot up the ;
I situation so as to resolve it moré .
' quickly,” a standard Kissinger ploy’
. Jast exhibited in the Mideast; t!leyq
3 view ‘the current barrage of criticism,;

“

Vet them af the Xiskinger techrlque of ©
i bringing grumbling to a head. ;o

On that theory; Europeans .expect |
. Kissinger and Schlesinger of State and’’
Defense—Mr, Quiside and Mr..Inside—,

4
3

i ESSAY .
bto-arrive at meetings here in two weeks
fwith a kid glove slipped over the®
-mmailed fist, protesting: !'You've got us'y
p all wrong. Our mild irritation was only,';
4 Wwith a couple jof countries, not -the
ywhole NATO alliance, and even that”’
Ywas exaggerated in the press. As for :
Ythe alert, you were right'to be upset,
tand we'll see to it_that you are.prop-
Yerly notified in the future. Now about.)
va‘statement of principles. . , » " . 3
- -Anticipating”the play, how will the”
i Europeans react? They will play a(ongJ
“laboriously helping to write a redefini- ;
ition of the alliance, papering over ba-3
isic’ differénces in a way that will not'y
ibegin to peel until the President ans
fnounces his next trip to Moscow. 3
¢ But what makes a “European” out’
‘of a Frenchman or Englishman or Ger-'
‘man is fear of domination by nong
‘Europeans. Fear of the Soviets created
'NATO; this unifying fear has been re-..
iplaced by. fear of the loss of Arab.oilg
and’ a nagging ‘worry about Soviet-t,
JAmerican collusion at Europe’s expense..
{' « Those newer European fears were?!
texposed at the'time of the Mideast:
“war,'and g fact that has been exposed -
Imust be dealt with differently from a:
sfact that has long been tacitly under-.’
;stood. That is why, after the Yom Kip-y
‘pur war, NATO’s alliance can néver,
ibe the same: With the glue gone, alt®
“that was left was the habit, and now.;
,even the habit is gone. %
; What is to replace it? It- makes' rio,
*sense to denounce the nations of Eu-i
‘rope as ¢owards for their fear of the ;
;Arabs now, when we embraced them
‘as heroes for their fear of the Soviets’
‘hot so long ago. B i
- It makes not much ‘more sense to
;gg‘etend this has been 4 lovers® quar:,
irel, reissuing Presidential 'statementsj
¢of last May-like “Thé United . States?

]

(Wil net subordinatd the security of
1the alliance to Soviet-Americen rela-:
“tiong.” /n Co .

+ . More sense would be made by ine,
‘troducing the fear of substantial U.s.,
{troop withdrawals. Now ihat the So-
-viets are beginnitig—for the first time:
In"years—to exert pressure on West
-European governments through local,
{Comrunist parties, American \influ.'
“ence would be more cffective if our
.presence i;sr,erp noti taken for granted.’
v~ Most sense of all would be to recog-i
!nize that the Nixon-Kissinger approach’
'to, conducting world: affairs—the bold

‘stroke, the secret negotiation, the stun-‘.q,
wning . surprise—has served its _useful;
iputpose; the time is coming for the.
ftrailblazing to be followed by trudging.
5" If the world were a great poolroom,!
Rithard Nixon, the hustler for peace,;
«would be putting all the billiard. balls!
‘in ‘a triangle, taking the woden frame.
‘away, placing his, eueball named Kis.!
singer in perfect position and thes'
‘breaking the monolithic status quo,
with a sharp, crack—leaving it to a;
;methodical successor to put the dis-,
ipersed power in the pockets. :
;" . The trouble’ with NATO is like the.
-trouble with the U.S. Congress: It can.-
inbt be dealt with decisively, the way a
:leadership of China can. A committee
.of democratic governments, each made?
{up of coalitions or bare majorities, is.
'a frustrating, unnerving, self-centered:
- group to deal with; and the great, bold’
strokes must be replaced by small,
\stroking, tickling ‘arid prodding, 5
.. 'Is the Western, Alliarce worth the'
-Infinite patience required to maintain’
“it,"in the light of the way the Euro-,
pean members flunked the solidarity;
test last month? : o

i

"(‘ﬁ

"
o

i The answer ‘is: yes.. Pandering to. ‘

-greed, suffering foolishness, and swal-}
JoWwing ingratitude is part of the price’
‘Americans must'pay in order to lead!
—-and occasionally tg manipulate—the;
.motely agglomeration of mainly free;
ipeople who make up the Atlantic Al
-lance,. . oo

M [T R

L
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Paying for oil~

t

Oil prices are going to go through the roof.' The world, which héé tried to t(:m 'a o

blind eye to this so far, had better start some hard thinking

The future price of oil is becoming at least as big a
proplem as supply. It is going to rise substantially; there is
notmuch disagreement about that. There is disagreement
only about how quickly the rises will come. It is now
generally recognised that a sellers’ market will exist well
into the 1980s. Alternative sources of energy, including
possible large new discoveries of oil outside the territories
of the Organisation of Petroleum Exporting Countries,

might ‘then begin to provide some competition, but until

they do it is difficult to see any economic cotnter-measure
that could prevent Opec from pushing up prices to what
itwill. - . : o R
Those oilmen who feel that the rises will come at a
gentler rate go on some political calculations. They point
out that, as always in these situations, the most important
country is Saudi Arabia since it alone: has large proven

reserves that would allow it to put up production dramati-.

cally in short order. King Faisal, despite-the leading part

he has taken in the present Arab oil embargoes, is judged

to be a generally conservative man who is fundamentally
friendly to the west, particularly America. Itis argued that

once the Isracli-Arab. war is settled he would be reluctant:

to create the international monetary and economic chao

that might follow from large, sudden juinps in the price

of oil.

But most oilmen see the current running the other way,

even politically. Saudi Arabia will be subjected to pressure
on prices not only from radical Arab countries like Iraq’

and Libya but also from other Opec members, such as
Iran, eager to increase their revenues as much as possible.
Iran, among others, will probably push for a-rise in the
posted price when Opec meets in Vienna on December 17th.
In the present mood, with the embargoes still in force, even
the Saudis might not fight too hard against an increase,
which would come on top of the 70 per cent on the posted
price that Opec decreed in October. g '

Opec members may not be the only purties wanting
higher prices. There are also many Americans who think
that the Opec countries should be granted substantial
increases. The most forthright spokesman among them
has becn Mr James E. Akins, formerly President Nixon’s
energy adviser and now the American ambassador to
Saudi’ Arabia. Long before the Israeli-Arab war began,
Mr Akins was predicting a price of $10 per barrel by 1980.
This is a long way up from even the present prices. For a
barrel of a typical Arabian crude oil the posted price on the
Persian Gulf is now $5.11. The market price is $3.65.
Because of the telescoping of events lately there are some
oilmen who maintain that $10 per-barrel, either in terms’
of the market or the posted price, may be with us long
before 1980, perhaps in just another year or two. Even
those who see prices rising gently predict that the market

puice will go up by $1 a barrel during the next year, which,
since Opec established a fixed, 40 per cent differential
between the two prices in October, would mean $1.40 on
the.posted price. The $1 a barrel rise would mean a 27 per
cent increase on the market price and in itself would mean
that the major importing countries would have to pay $10
billion . more a year for the oil they buy from Opec. A
market price of $10 per barrel would mean the world would
pay $100 billion for its oil, $64 billion more than at present,
assuming it bought the same amount as it did in 1972, To

ut these figures in sonte kind of perspective, $ 100 billion
is roughly equal to, four-fifihs of Britain’s ar:1al gross
national product. The problem is how the ifidu! Lrial west;
fet alona Lhe undeveloped aast, |8 going to be all i Lo abaerk

i

' Growing with oil

N %growthin % growth in 1“' )
%growthingnp . " oil consumption oilimports ~
"60-'65 '65-"70 '70-'80;'60-'65 '65-'70 "70-'80/'60-'65 '65-'70 '70-'30
Euope 49 44 43| 140 . 100 60 | 144 108 46,
"NAmerica 48 37 43] 33 - 48 47 | 51 54 113y .
Japan 100 124 105 | 224 175 94 | 224 1715 94
!
this kind of increase in basic energy costs. The answer is
that many countries will not, and growth will suffer accord-
ingly. . : .
The American proponents of higher oil prices have
taken their view for several reasons, not all of which they
talk about publicly. They maintain that only steep increases .
will spur America and other industrialised countries to
start a crash programme to develop alternative sources of
energy, and such alternative sources’ are needed, they
argue, if the world is going to avoid an energy crisis in the
1980s or - 1990s when oil production, even assuming
perfect co-operation frem the Arabs, may. not be able to
keep pace with world demand. They are also aware that
price increases will hurt America’s commercial com-
petitors, Europe and Japan, much more than they will hurt
America. Both Europe and Japan are largely dependent
on Middle East oil and will remain so into the foreseeable
future with, of course, the major exception of Britain,
which, thanks to the North Sea, hopes to become self-
sufficient in the early 1980s. America, on the other hand,
will be producing a large share of its oil domestically for
many years. In addition, it possesses huge hydrocarbon
reserves in coal and oil shale, The traditional close relation-
ship between America and Saudi Arabia would be another
advantage since Saudi Arabia would reap the lion’s share
of increased oil revenues and, because of its long-standing.
American banking ties, could be expected to funnel most |
of these funds back to America. This would mean, in'effect,
that a large share of America’s investment capital would be
originating from Europe and Japan. )
" This assumes, of course, that the Americans will be
able to persuade the Saudis to take their oil out of the

ground in exchange for funds that would have to be invested
outside Saudi Arabia. There is much doubt over whether
the Saudis will be so persuaded. If they are not, the oil
would stay in the ground which, assuming a constantly
rising demand for energy, would soon result in a big supply
problem. N . o .

‘For developing countries like India, further price
increases will be a cruel check to growth. Many of these
countries will simply have to do without, a possibility
about which some Opec members are becoming increas-
ingly sensitive. Discussions have been held with a number
of developing countries but so far the oil-producing nations,: .
‘twhile expressing sympathy, have not been able to bring:

/

’

themselves to grant price concessions. N
- Rising prices during the next few years will hurt Britain
as much as other countries. On _toP of the extra £500m a
-year that the recent 70 per cent increase will cost Britain
for its oif imports, a $1 per barrel rise would add a further
£292m to the bill. If the market price were to shoot up ta’
$10 per barrel, the cost would jump to an annual £1.9
‘billion over the present bill. In a few years, though, when,
North Sea oil starts flowing ashore in quantity, every fresh T
price increase will help Britain almost as much as it does
the Arabs. For a change the British Government will be
faced’ with a pleasant economig |dégigion: whether to
allow -the country 6 enjoy relatively alieap all, thereby
piving it & Big advantage ever lis Industrial rivals, or

32
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.Whether to slap large taxes and royalties on the oil to
bring up the price to world levels| thereby fattening the
Treasury considerably. : :

For the oil companies, there will be a certain irony in the
situation. North Sea oil is expected to cost about $1 to
$1.50 a barrel to produce and pipe aéhqr@.lf the companies

THE ECONOMIST NOVEMBER 24, 1973

Should Japan panic?

e

3
s
3

were allowed to charge world prices for the oil, with no rise
.In taxes and royalties, some of them, including British
-Petroleum, would probably make I rger profits than they
ever did on the far greater quantities they have produced
- from the Middle East. However, th very size of the wind-
fall makes that politically impossibk:; | ﬂg

by

Japanese are saying that the Arabs’ oil c{itb;acks could bring their country to its
knees. An exaggeration, perhaps. But the Arabs know a vulnerable target wh

they see one.

Tokyo grocers this week were selling out of toilet paper,
sugar, washing-up liquid and even salt as quickly as they
could restock their shelves. The run on lavatory paper has
been going strong for about three weeks, which means for
longer than serious talk of an energy crisis. It was traccable
to seemingly unsensational reports of a worldwide scarcity .
of newsprint, which at the time had nothing to do with the
Middie East. The Ministéy of International Trade and

Industry has not stood idly by. It helped to orgasise
greatly increased deliveries of toilet rolls to the worst
affected areas, and sternly warned retailers against
profiteering. ~ ‘ ’

* A country wliich could react in that way to a threatened
domestic inconvenience must be ejpected to-react to an
energy crisis with high panic. Some people in Japan have
done so. Mr Tanaka has bent his country’s foreign policy

into a very low pesture in a bid to climb into the favoured
nation list of tie Arabs. Officialdom is talking darkly of*
the economy plunging from 94 per cent real growth recently
to a complete standstill by spring. Individual industrialists
are projecting output losses of anything from 6-8 per cent,
to a stunning 55 per cent. The motor car industry is talking
* of a production cutback of 17 per centin 1974-75.

How realistic is any of this? It must be puzzling to
American and European readers that a shortfall in oil
supplies which is expected to cause little more than
nuisance in their own countries—perhaps, on one set of
guesstimates, a trimming of + to 1 per cent of gnp growth
projections for next year—is supposéd to spell such
disaster in Japan. : ' A ;

The pessimists in Tokyo do have some grounds for
worry. Imported oil (the bulk of it shipped from the Middle
East by the oil majors) accounts for three-quarters of
Japan’s total energy needs, compared with roughly half of
Britain’s. Oil fuels 99 per cent of Japan’s electricity genera-
tion, against less than 30 per cent of Britain’s-and under
20 per cent of Germany’s. (It was one of Japan’s postwar
success stories to have run down its coal industry to almost
nothing, in order to winkle out labour for export industries.)
Tokyo reckons that Japanese businessmen have long been
frugal users of fuel, and so cannot begin to match their
less efficient western ‘counterparts in making painless
savings on wastage. And, at the end of the line, Japan has
only some 59 days of oil stocks, against an estimated 70
days in Britain. ' o

Another explanation for the cries of panic is an inter-
departmental struggle in the Japanese government. The oil-
shortage has come at a moment when inflation of whole-
sale prices in Japan is running at an annual 17 per cent,
.and when real gnp is still expanding at annual 94 per cent,
despite a six-month-long credit squeeze. Miti, the depart-
ment which will have to ration fuel, thinks that rationing
will not work in an economy which is overheated. It there-
fore announced that rationing was likely te be aceom-
panied by a new credit squeeze designed to cut Japan’s
rate of economic growth to zero in the first quarter of 1974.
Significantly, the finance ministry did not confirm this,

* 4nd the credit squeeze has not been i'eally tightened yet.

" Last Friday the Japanese governtaent decreed merely
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P 1972-734100 ) :
- 100 & 40 % 12

= : ey Y 149993
e Old foresasi - - < AR IR

: 1973-74* AL v

T ELECTRICITY) Revised forecast assuming 10%
s Lo utin oil forindustry fremJdantsy .

1S QT
it ing 10% cut conti .
- 5 % J RN C1G3m anﬁ‘

Ay
Mirvh

. CRUDE STEEL

4-tmtons .
. 89mione
9:6mtons

IMPORTS OF.
w7z

{RON ORE 119mtona

-.' 50m tons ;

* Years ending March

{ a 10 per cent cut in fuel consumption by twelve industries.
-1t did say that this was only part of a projected six point
programme for dealing with the oil emergency. Other
features, all of which have yet to be spelled out in detail, .
will be (1) voluntary fuel savings by the general public,
(2) compulsory rationing of some items, (3) selective price
controls, (4) various efforts to augment the fuel supplies,
and (5) some restrictive measures of demand manageiment.

The twelve industries whose fuel is cut back are steel,

motor vehicles, shipbuilding, petrochemicals, electrical
machinery, sysnthetic fibres, tyres, aluminium and other °

non-ferrous metal refining, cement, sheet glass, paper and
pulp. All of them qualify by being within Miti’s jurisdiction;
by being large consumers of energy, and also prosperous.
But a large slice of industry escapes direct control; the
‘measures are likely to be imperfectly applied in the early
stages; and public transport services, other than the air-
lines, are not to be cut at all. So Miti expects that between.
now and the end of the year Japan’s oil consumption will:
in aggregate-be only 6 to 8 per cent below what it would:
otherwise have been. It plainly regards this cut as in-|
sufficient. ’ ] : : ! :
It is likely to prove to be. And that probably is the main -
{ danger. Little or no value should be attached to such
guesses as that the energy crisis means that Japan’s total
exports will decline by 5 per cent and its imports by 11.8
per cent in the year ahead—although these are the sorts *
of figures that have been churned out by Economic
Planning Agency models. But if the government reacts
to the harsh realities of the fuel supply situation only when
it literally has no choice, then some sort of a real emergency
could appear. In the short run Japan’s imports of manufac-
tures would no doubt remain at a high level. But imports
of raw materials could be severely eul.%y atightening e?amp‘
on the output of key industries. o ‘
- If Japan is seriously hurt, the repercussions will be far
and wide. They could be devastating for some. Even while
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Europeans and Americans are congratulating themselves
on the unexpected disappearance of some Japanese
competition (as they soon may be), they should be acutely
worried about a possible forced recession in the world’s
largest and fastest growing market for raw materials, and
less large but also fastest growing market for manufactures.

-
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Total Oil Ban
Not Ruled Out

Agence France-Presse . .}

(—A total shutdown of oil

“if Western countries in-fj

Organization of Arab Pe-,

fgyublished here loday. * 7}

{/- Interviewed in Kuwait|
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Contmllmg the Mu ltinationals

For several weeks, some of the ma-

jor American oil companies have been
in the odd situation of helping Saudi

Arabia police its petroleum embargo .

against the United States.
The U.S. companies, which control
the bulk of Saudi oil installations, and

-also own or lease the tankers which

carry the petroleum aboard, have

"pledged that not a single drop will.
reach American shores. They say they

~have no real choice except to play this

game, since failure to do so would

bring nationalization of their assets or -

a transfer of their holdings to British,
French or Italian competitors.-
Yet there have been few better ex-

amples of the ambiguous status of the’
world’s multinational corporations—
economic colossi which have sweeping

impact on monetary stability, inflation
rates, employment, balance of pay-
ments and even the internal politics of
nations around the globe. ’

The ambiguities of multinational op-
erations have inspired new efforts in
the Utited States and in international

organizations to learn more about,

these powerful corporations. The

United Nations, the Organization for’

Fconomic Cooperation and Develop-
ment, the European Common Market
Commission, the U.S. Tariff Commis-
sion, the Senate Finance Committee
and Sen. Frank Church’s (D-Idaho)
Senate Subcommittee on Multinational

‘| Corporations are among the groups

which are studying the impact of the
“MNCs” and what to do about them.
Rep. Sam M. Gibbons (D-Fla), a
‘member of the House Ways and Means
Committee, has said that the object of
new controls should be to “harness the
great potential of these giants and
make them responsible to public policy
rather than put them out of existence.”
He has suggested that a new interna-

‘tional organization, a “General Agree-

ment on Tax and Investment Policies”
be established to harmonize tax, in-
vestment and antitrust policies toward

the multinationals. Consumer advocate. -

Ralph Nader has called for public dis-
closure of the holdings, taxes and
other vital information of the big or-
ganizations. U.S. labor groups are de-
manding that tax laws be revised to
equalize the advantages of domestic
and international companies.

Behlnd thesa suggestions 18 ai
awareness that the aims of the U.S.

government and the aims of U.S.-’

owned multinationals are sometimes at
.odds. Senate staff investigators are
now delving into the operations of U.S,
subsidiaries in Europe, to see whether
their. various market-sharing arrange-
ments inside the European Common
Market pose a barrier against Ameri-
can direct exports. They are also study-
ing the extent to which U.S. foreign
subsidiaries may have helped weakén
the dollar abroad by transferring their
funds in large quantities out of dollars ,
and into other currencies. .

- The writer is on the national steff .

of The Washingtén Post; -

Labor unions have zeroed in on the .
MNCs as a major source of domestic '
unemployment, charging that they pro-..
vide jobs abroad which are needed”:
here. Corporate leaders reply that the
number of domesticjobs generated by
t‘f‘})xeir organizations has been increasing

0. o ’ ‘

* The protectionist refrain is: Why
should global businesses, especially
those which are American in name
only, receive waivers of anti-trust laws,
extra-generous foreign depreciation al-
lowances, tax’ deferrals and credits
against American taxes for money paid
to foreign governments?

One answer is.that the multination-
als also benefit the United States,
through expanded trade, and greater

. access to world markets and resources.

For instance, the big U.S. oil compa-
nies may be able to partially offset the
Saudi embargo by diverting petroleum'
from their worldwide resources to this
.country. . Also, an undetermined
amount of the foreign earnings of mul-
tinationals is returned home each year, .
helping to offset the U.S. trade deficit.

But as the Saudl situation now
shows, it is also questionable how
“American” these giants really are.
Mobil, International Telephone and
Telegraph, Texaco, Caterpillar Tractor,’
Gillette, Colgate Palmolive and Na-
tional Cash Reglster—all of these cor-
porations how make half or close to

"half -of their sales abroad, often :
through foreign subsidiaries.

Obvlously, these far-flung operations
make controls difficult. Senate investi-
gotors are lesking inte the way seme
corporations set up thelr own banks
abroad—in the Bahamas,” Luxembourg

L

. and elsewhere—as deposit boxes for:
untaxed reserves. Oil companies which :
control drilling installations, tanker ;
.fiéets and home refineries can shift:
their profit from one operation to an-"

\ other to pay the least taxes. There ia}

evidence now that the companies arg !

. charging themselves high prices for:

their crude ofl and taking a heavy®
profit on ‘transportation. But since:
their tankers are registered in
“havens” such as Liberia, Panama, and
the Bahamas, the taxes are exceed-/
ingly low. . . 4

Many of the groups which are exams
ining multinationals are focusing on’
the chaotic tax patterns which govern.
the - firms. Often, the multinationals/
pay more to foreign countries than!
, they pay to the U.S. The Senate Fi-:
nance Committee reported in February,
that U.S.-owned corporations abroad;
- paid $5.7-billion to host governments”

‘" onearnings of $11-billion in' 1870. But.

-the U.S., after allowing various credits,:
. collected only $640-million from the.
‘same corporations—-or about six pery
cent of taxable Income compared with;
the 48 per cent statutory corporate in-;
come tax to which.domestic firms are -
.subject, . . N S
According to a report submitted toj
the House by Rep. Charles A. Vanik;
© (D-Ohio), ITT paid Federal taxes in;
1972 at a rate of one per cent. Three of ;
the companies involved in Saudi Ara-{
bia, Mobil, Texaco, and Standard Oil*
of California, paid Federal taxes at}
rates of 2.9, 2.7 and 5.8 per cent, re-.,3
.spectively, he claimed. : '
All of this is legal. U.S. law lets in- i
‘ternational ‘corporations defer Federal’
income taxes on their foreign earnings
until they are returned home—whichi
_sometimes is never. Still, the tax issue!
is an emotional one because the differ-!
: ence between the multinationals’ tax!
liability and their enormous wealth!
and power is so great. (The book value
of the foreign investments of U.S..
owned corporations is around $90 bil-;
lion.) ' ) o
Yet national governments, includingi
the U.S., have only begun to examine.
_the impact of the giant supranational’
structures on their own policles and
.the outlook for extensive new controls;
seems bleak. The global thinking of.
the muitinational executives is run

ﬂiﬂ'i far ahead of the narrower guilesk,
of the men who govern the world's na-;

tion statés, . . ‘

Y
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. ‘Bludgeoning Israel into Concessions

It'is becoming clear that
we gre in for a terrible row
with Israel. And if the: rea-.
sons for the row are not
clearly understood from the -
Lediuning, it Louiu vanse
terrible damage here in the
United States. .

. \ .
'~ The reasons are quite

evident to all concerped.

After four wars in the space

of 25 years, it is absolutely
imperative that a peace set-

tlement be reached in the

Middle East. It is also inevi-

table that any peace settle-

ment that stands a chance

of being accepted by the

Arab nations will be ex-

tremely disagreeable to a

large number of Israelis,

backed emotionally and po--
‘litically by a large number

of American Jews.

No peace settlement, of
course, precludes the possi-
bility of still another round
of fighting between Israel -
and her Arab neighbors.
‘What it can de and must do
is make another round -
much more difficuit for both
sides. Presumably, if a set-
tlement can be worked out,
it will involve solid great-
'power guarantees of the
new status quo. -

" In order to reach a settle-
“ment, the role of the United
' States will be both crucial
;and unpleasant. The Israe-

LOS ANGELES TIMES

lis, by and Iargé, under-

stand very well that a set-

tiement has to be reached in
order to avoid the perpetua-
tion of the pattern that has
existed since the foundation
of the state. But many of
them may well be unwilling
to pay the price that will be .

equired to bring an agree- - ;
req g g _the outlines of a settlement

. between Israel and Syria.
Given the intractibility of

ment pbout. v

That price, realistical-
ly, will be something very
close to a total Israeli with-
drawal from Arab-occupied

-territory. It will quite cer-

tainly include the whole of
the Sinai Peninsula in re-
turn for an Egyptian com-.
mitment to demilitarize the
area. It will probably in-
volve the presence of a
United Nations force at.
such key points as the Suez

' Canal and Sharm el Sheikh,

presently occupied by Is-
raeli troops.

If an’ agreement can 'be .
reached with the Egyptians
-—where.the territorial is-
sues are easier to deal with
— the other pieces of a set-
‘tlement are likely to fall
into line. Jordan’s King
Hussein is openly eager to
reach an accommodation
with Israel that will restore
at least his nominal sover-

eignty on the West Bank of

the Jordan River ~— quité"
possible as a semi-autono- -

. except in terms ol

oy

mous Palestinian state. The
most difficult problem with
Jordan will be the status of
East Jerusalem. And it is
hard to see any splution
some
form of internationalization
of the old Arab city. :

It is impossible to forsee

the government in Damas-
cus, it 1s conceivable that no

. agreement will be reached .

and that Israel will continue

to occupy parts of the stra-
“tegic Golan Heights. By it-.

self, however, Syria would -
present no major military
or political problem so far
as Israel is concerned. ’

"The point, however, is
that the concessions from
Isracl that will be required
to reach any kind of settle-
ment with any of the Arab

‘nations are likely to be

enormously unpopular with

- Israeli voters. Which is why

no real progress at a peace
conference can be expected
until after the elections in
Israel in December. And it
is also why maximum pres-
sure from the United States.

. will be necessary to get any

concessions at all. oo

There are several hopeful
factors in the equation. The
latest round of fighting has
shaken Israeli faith in the
. i - " . .

Seavcweaet oyt e

o

proposition that national;
security depends on holding *
large amounts of Arab terri-’
tory. It has also — thanks to
the oil war — left Israel’
more isolated and more:
dependent on American

"support than ever and

therefore, at least theoreti- !
‘cally more susceptible to:
American diplomatic pres-
sure. :

But surely the most hope-
‘ful factor is the realization
of the Israeli government’
itself that the chance for a.
real peace can:ot be al--
lowed to slip away this-
time. To the extent that
concessions to the Arabs

‘are unpopular, it will be a*

positive benefit for the gov-
ernment in Jerusalem to
maintain that they were.

"made under duress from:

Washington —a claim that,
has already been heard in

connection with the cease-

fire, much criticized by Is--
raeli hawks. . :
: Altogether, it is a tricky :
business which will demand
careful management and a :
good deal of understanding
on the part of the public. .
The unfortunate probability
is that the Israelis will. ac- .
cuse the United States of

selling them down the river,
whether they believe it or

not, and there will probably '
be plenty of Americans who

will agree with them.

4 The Arabs 011 Suecze o Japan

A

kA
1

§

a

[ . SR T] . . . .
* No major industrialized nation is more vuinera-

ble than Japan to the political blackmail that is the '

_aim of the Arab oil embargo. Petroleum supplies
709 of Japan's primary energy, and 85% of all the
“crude oil Japan imports comes from the Middle
East—some from non-Arab Iran, but most’ from
the Arab states that have cut their production
*in an effort to strike indirectly at Israel.

This heavy dependence has given the Arabs the

chance to squeeze Japan with particular harshness,

and this they are doing. - :

- The Arabs are now demanding that Japan'sever -, ;
" together account for 60% of the world's industtjial"f

its diplomatic relations with Israel, and it would not
be surprising if Premier Kakuei Tenaka's govern-

‘ment was forced to agree. Japan's official policy’

toward the Arab-Israel dispute has been one of
strict neutrality, but the Arabs insist now on a visi-
Ble tilt to their side. Under intense pressure from
. fzb\verful business and industrial groups, which
;Want to keep the oil flow to Japan as high as possi-
Jble, Tanaka may have to yield to the Arabs'
extortion. b

' The irony is that Japan has no special influence -

.on or ties with the Israelis. Rather plaintively, the
Japanese note that thelr Middle East policy is the

" -ished as brutally by the ‘Arab
* much demanded. .

" result is quite another matter. But it is also clear|
that expedient answers are seldom the bést an-!

; interests, .. -

none of which—exéebt' the Netherlands, with its;j
-strong bonds of sentiment to Israel—is being pun=»

states or having as;

T Itis a]n*g:ady clear that in the ‘shoArt term thelti)ivl"'
blackmail is going to be paid, though whether a1
Middle East settiement on Arab terms will be the

swers, whether in tern_ls of durability or national

North America, Western. Europe and Japai),"

power, and they simply cannot affor~ to have their}
futurg economic growth held hostage to Arab oil]
supplies or Arab political demands. i

At some point the decisions no one has wanted toé
make will have to be considered. by the indus-|

" trialized nations, whether for an oil-sharing are:

rangement in the face of shortages,
even for a concerted counterombarge ngainst the!
Arab states. There has been fear in Western Eu.-;'
rope and Japan about even talking about such acs)
tions, but the time may soon be coming when na.}
tional economic interests must override those

or possibly!

igfm%%’p}getengg’fF?e‘l%’é‘%%“ﬂdﬁ%&/ﬁ“}‘?’é‘ﬁﬁsggﬁmao432Rooo-100290001-5‘.' ST
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- About a Possible
P .1397 4 Recession

§
by ®
. By CLYDE H. FARNSWORTH
" Spectal to The New York Times .
;. PARIS, Nov. 20—The cut-:
v back ofiArab oil supplies, now
| running’into its second month,
s affecting the economies of'
+ European nations, and fears
¢ that it could trigger a recession’
‘ next year are sending the stock
i markets of the Continent down.
_about as sharply as in Wall
Street. French, British, West.
.German, Italian and Dutch.
' share averages are all down
.15 to 20 per cent over the
+last month,
E The effects of the oil cutback
{are varied, depending on the.
t country and the industry, but
most ‘economists are agreed
ithat the slowing already in
- progress in most countries will
-be sharply accelerated unless
«the oil flow is resumed quickly.
, “I am operating under the
tassumption that the Arabs-are
going to play it tough,” said
Ken Mathysen-Gerst, president}
.of Capital International, a
. Geneva-based financial house,
“and that the impact on West-!
ern Europe, Japan, and, to a
s lesser extent, the United States,
,will be severe.” :
{. .He sees Europe moving into

Oil: Alarms Gro

|
.

" Cantinent Worries

'Predictlons Changed

¢+ Franz-Josef Trouvain, chief
, economist for the Deutsche

*! .Bank of West Germany, said
- - ,.the energy crisis had prompted
: .the German Bank to recalculate

: growth projections for the Ger-
‘man economy.next year.
:  “We originally thought there
~would be a swing down-
.ward from 6 to 7 per cent this
«year to 3 per cent in 1974,” he
.reported. “Naw we see only
1Y to 2 per cent.”
" He sees the main effects so
.far manifested in a reluctance
‘to buy new cars and says this
will have repercussions on the
- " textile, steel and rubber indus-
tries, which supply auto mak-
" ers, as well as.the auto makers

- . themselves. . The Ford Motor!
Company’'s Cologne subsidiary
has already announced a 5 per
cent production cutback,

Five  European countries —
West Germany, ' the Nether-
lands, Belgium, Luxembourg and
Denmark — have banned Sun-
day driving, and this is not
only - cutting into demand for.
~new cars but also is affecting
spending in the small country
hotels and restaurants that live
on weekend trade fromi people]
in the big cities, . . + - -

France Held Insulated

France has hardly . ‘been
touched, and economists here,
-such as Jean Denise of the

Banque de Paris et des. Pays

' CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR
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[T

has suffered no oil. cutbacks

because it is considered a friend).

of the Arabs, is pretty well
insulated from any immediate
troubles. :

“But obviously,” Mr. Denise
.says, “Frenchmen cannot drive
all over the place if everyone
else in Europe is staying home.”
Jean-Marie Chevalier, a petro-
leum economist and a professor

at the University of Grenoble,|

believes that if the oil crisis
continues France will start feel-
ing the effects on her industry
by next March.

In Britain, which ds cutting
oil deliveries 10 per cent to

protect esseéntial industries and
services, the effects so far also
have been light.

But some industries, for in-
:stance  bottle manufacturers,
are afraid théy will have to
cut back. The Glass Manufac-
turers Federation estimates that
up to 85 per cent of the glass-
container industry’ uses oil for,
‘fining its furnaces. The indus-
try believes output may have
lo be reduced 20 per cent. |
;  Shipping Feels Pinch -
i * Merchant shipping is feeling
the effects of the squeeze be-
cause of a shortage of supplies
of bunkering oil. “Unless a solu-
.tion is found soon to secure
‘the supply of bunker oil to the
‘world’s merchant fleet, the situ-
ation in world trade and econo-
‘my will be quite intolerable,”
said A. -Fredrik Klaveness,

,are resumed, by th

wing in Europe and U.S.

since World™Bas, think the country, which|™Norske Sheli Oil Company of

,Oslo. .
The petrochemical industry,
‘of West Germany and the Neth-|
erlands, which use oil as a base] -
product, is also suffering from| .
the shortage. o
' Even if full oil shipments
e end of
the year, most economists be;|
lieve there will be many tem«
‘porary’ shortages and disloca-
tions—and of course higher fue]
prices—all of which will eat into,
company profits. ] B
The ' oil-consuming ~ nations, |
have been considering jointly
what they can do to alleviate
the fuel crisis, But the situa-
tion-will have to become much
more critical before they will,
adopt -a .common program; it
is felt. H
At a meeting of the oil com=
mittee of the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and De<
velopment fin Paris, informants
said that international oil com-
panies, ‘worling closely. with|
governments, are easing some
of the shortages by shipping
more non-Arab oil' than usual.
Most of the. consumer coun-
tries are .also . acting to curb
demand. . fr s
But ~even with . all' these
measures, the picture is pretty|
bleak. With the biggest econo-
my in Europe, West Germany
faces prospects next month of
getting 25 per cent.less oil

than it expected, and Britain
‘some 15 to 20 per cent less.

former chairman of the A. S.

gt gy

1
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Mideast crisis strengthens
French voice in Europe i

By Takashi Oka
Staff correspondent of
v The Christian Science Monitor

Paris
" American actions during the Middle
- Fast crisis have put France in the
driver’s -seat in intra-European ef-
‘forts to hammer out a joint stand on
transatlantic relations, diplomatic
gources here believe.
" Despite efforts in all major Eu-
ropean capitals to play down reports
of rifts with Washington, relations
between the United States and its
Ruropean allies have a long way to go
before they recover from the shock of

last month’s nuclear alert and Eu--

rope’s exclusion from the Middle Eas
peacemaking process. -
Assistant Secretary of State Joseph
J. Sisco, in an exhausting rush trip
‘through Western Europe this week,
has made a valiant attemnpt to explain
‘how BSecretary of State Henry A.

Kissingar mediated between Hgypt
«and Israel and persuaded them to sign’

this week’'s agreement implementing
the Oct. 22 and 23 cease-fire. But the

sourness has not gone out of transat--
lantic relations. - '

France, always most suspicious of
American motives and actions among:
the nine members of the European'
Economic Community, can now say,.
“I told you so” to its European
partners. The French thesis, since the.
days of Gen. Charles de Gaulle, has;i
,been that the two superpowers, Mos-.

cow and Washington, will alwayslook’ ~

out for their own interests ahead of’
those of their allies. ‘ .
To this thesis has been added a new
twist since President Nixon steppedi
~up the pace of East-West detente’'
through his visits to Moscow and
Peking. This is that the United States
glves far more ‘weight to. detente’
and or confrontation with Moscow
than protecting the interests of its
allies. )
French diplomacy, headed by bril-
" Hant, incisive, coolly calculating For-
eign Minister Michel Jobart; has Leen
aative in avery RIIC eaplial, abataine
Ang as far as possible from pushing a

particular thesis " or policy as
‘“French.” The. effort;. rather, is to,

|36‘i .

hammer’ out a “European” nolicy]
that can be presented to Was'i.mgtorl}
as a joint stand of the Nine. -

« Whereas in the past, the British, the |
Dutch, the West Germans, and others .
sought to soften French insistence.
that Europe should assert its dis-.
tinctness from the United States while
remaining in military alliance with it, !
now, diplomats report, more and
more capitals are tending to echo the,
French view. : .
- Whereas before the Middle East
‘crisis, President Pompidou wascast-
ing about for some plausible reason.
to promote more frequent summit:
meetings among the EC Nine, the
shock of October's event las now
made such a summit meeting seem
natural and even overdue. '
It will take place in Copenhagen,
Dec. 14 and 18, hard on the heels of a
North Atlantic Treaty Organization
meeting Dec. 10 and 11 in Brussels at
‘which the so-called “new Atlantic
Charter” was to be declared. H
| A companion document being
|worked out between the EC and the'
United States on the economic aspect!
\of thnsatlantic relations hias gone
Ahreugh peugh sledding. The BE ap.
.poses American amendments to a,
;European draft, designed t6 make the
.document more specific. ,‘
i President Nixon’s withdrawal of a:

® -~




‘trade bill that would have giveri him
needed authority to negotiate tariff’
‘cuts with the Europeans and others:
‘has strengthened the French ar-
gument that the United States is:
primarily interested in relations with,
Jthe Sovieu Unfon. ‘

The reason for the withdrawal, it is
‘sald, ig t.hat the White House does not |
want tp risk defeat of a provlsionz
giving mimt-favored-naﬂon treatment
'to Moscow.

The sourer France's Europeanv
partners feel about the way Washing--
ton seemg to be treating them, some;
diplomats feel, the readier they may’
be to fall“in with French arguments
that Europe needs a political secre-’
tariat, distinct from EC headquarters-

-in Brussels, to coordinate its own
.political decisionmaking. ,.

The French have made no great
.secret of their view that this secretar-.
4at should be in Paris. .

WASHINGTON STAR
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US. W@n’f
_'G@t a Look:
At SAM 6

‘United Press International L

U.S. military officials had+
hoped to get a look at the:
guidance system of the So-~
-viet SAM6 missile as a divi-
dend of the latest Arab-Is-
raeli war but the Israelis
failed to capture any of;
them intact. .

A Pentagon source said
the Egyptians did not aban-
‘don as much useful gear on’
the battlefield as in the 1967
war when they were forced
to make a nasty retreat.

American military offi-
cials had been openly hop-
ing the Israelis would cap-
ture a SAM6 intact so that
U.S. technicians could ex-
amine its radar guidance;

system and develop a sys-
tem to jam the control elec- :
tronics.

But this time the Egyp-
tians took the vans contain-
ing the guidance system
with them as they with-
drew.

The SAMé6 was generally
‘considered the greatest
threat to Israeli aircraft]
operating over the Suez}
area because it was much
‘more difficult to jam thanp

the SAM2 missiles Ameri-
’can planes faced over North
:Vietnam. "

About 17 percent of the
U.S. planes lost over Viet-
-nam were downed by Sovi-
‘et-built missiles. U.S.
sources said the SAMé was
a much more effective
weapon because it was de-
‘signed to hit low-flying air-
craft.
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Worrled about oll shortages of its
oMx this winter, Canada Is belng
torped to restrict the flow of crude ofl
,to an energy-thirsty America.

And since Canada,ls the main
squ&'ce of Imported oll, for the U.8,,
that could hurt In Amerlcas cold
North and Midwest.

hile the forces of economie natlon-
all im play-a part in this “Canada -
first" attitude, its an exaggeration to
85, yJ m

ost Canadlans enjoy their new
v role as “‘biue-eyed Arabs.”’ :

The simple fact is that eastern
Cdnada could be shert up to 200,000 -
barrels of oll a day this winter — an
infolerable situation in a country

"su upposedly self-sufficlent in'encrgy.

resburces . .
Canada produces about 2 million

baryels of ofl daily, most of it in the .

shi
the United States.

Eastern Canada, meanwhile, must
depend upon offshore crude, mainly
from Venezuela and the Middle East,
and now faces shortages of up to 20
percent as & direct result of the Arab
oll cutbacks Y |

fooghms province of Alberta; and it

s

Pip‘eline extension blocked

This irony of shortages am!d export '
surpluses is a grave embarrassment -
to the minority Liberal government of
Prime Mlnlster Plerre  Elliott
Trudeau, ‘'who must cater to the -
whims of two opposition parties to
remain in office.

For a decade, the government re- :

Jected proposals for the extension of

western Canadian pipeline facilittes -
to Montreal as a guarantee of eastern =

.market supplies in the event of ofl

supply interruptions abroad. ' 44

. Its reasoning was twofold. First,

domestlc crude was more expensive .

than the imported product in the days’.
before the' Arah. boycott, Second, -
there was hope, nowa fadlng one, that '

/

Ottin.wa; :

s nearly half that production to -

v
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. oﬂ would be found on the Atle.ntlcy
coast, closeito the eastern market.,
. The fallure to obtain a Montrea}
pipeline prompted Alberts. fo fight its
way into the U.S. market as a means
of developing its ol fields. This was & - .
- difficult chore in the days of tight
American oll import restrictions, '
‘By this fall, however, Car...da had
".becoma the chief source of Imported :
~U.8. oil, winnlng about 6 percent of
the American market,
* .But since March, mounting concern
‘about domestic oil shortages has’
prompted Canada to restrain the flow
" of crude and refined products to the
_U S. Nevertheless, September dellv-
{ erfes of crude set a record when they
reached 1.3milllonbarrels. .

U S. treads un'efully

In December,.the tightening Cana.’

dlan supply situation will force a .
. cutback to slightly less than 1 miluon
. barrels dally.

On the surface, the U.S. has been’
sympathetic toward Canada's supply
‘dilemma. Underneath, it appears as
though the Nixon administration is
trylng to tread carefully with the
' Trudeau government in the hope of
" gaining long-term access to fufure
“production from the Alberta oil sands
iand perhaps natural gas from the
 ;Canadian Arctic, @ .

. Monday night, the Canadian oil
" ‘supply crisis, which 1s considerably

¢ ‘'milder than the U.8, one, produced

“mild voluntary energy-saving advice’
-from the Trudeau government, with
 the prospect of some mandatory allo-

- cation of ol at the wholesale level m
the new year. .

- Tt is obvious to most Canadlans that

the only way they can avoid domestic.
oll rationing in future is to shift ofl"
- from the U.5. Midwest to Monfgea]. .

" The Trudeau government is com-
mitted to build the badly needed’
- pipeline extension to Montreal by the
‘end of 1975, although it.could be held '
" up by U.S. regulatory bodies such as °
the Federal Power Commission since
' the, existing pipeline from the West

! traverses U.S. territory and it would
have to be upgmded '
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,j; Oil Blai;kméil
Th |

) .
Independence

1 . ..
The energy ‘crists is in danger of}
vbecoming'the other horror story of the:
second Nixon administration. The Arab:
. . 0il embargo. on this country is pro_vi_ng';
. all too successful, Its enforcement. is;
even being policed by the big Ameri:,
can-owned oil companies, R
. . Available supplies are therefore}
‘close . to 20. per cent 'short of'_totalé
_U.S. demand for oil fuels before thes
iembargo. As any fool: can see, this]
kind of supply-demand relationship’
must soon cause acute shortages. New!
‘England will pretty certainly be freez}
ing before Christmas. Soon thereafter,’
the whole country will feel the . full,
effects of the biggest, most palnfuv-"
single problem ever met with by thé;
U.S. in peacetime. L
Yet this enormous problem finds thej
U.S. government divided and irreso--
iute, and the Congress rather more;
footling and feeble than the executive’
branch. .In the administration, the.
-chief immediate bone of contention;
is whether to have some sort of ras
tioning. : . - . 3
As is well known, both Secretary qf‘:
the Treasury George Shultz and the.
President’s Council of Economic- Ad~
visors are strongly opposed to rations;
ing. They want more ,allncation,‘plusf
“higher prices, to serve instead. : Secre-
‘tary of the Interior Rogers Morton,.
"meaniwhile, 'is strong for rationing.
But the real swamp of indecision :is:
‘among the President’s energy specials;
ists, headed by Gov. John Love. :
_ Governor ‘Love is a handsome, ami<
able fellow who has notorious difficul-
" .ty making up his mind about anything
Jt i§ pretty obvious the White House'
already hankers to replace this impos-'
sible substitute for the energy-czar who:
is now so badly needed. As to Governor,
Love's staff, it is enough to say that.
his ¢hief staff member is the author:
of President Nixon's energy message,
of last January, Charles DiBona. "
. A tough, forthright January message,
"could have made the President the hero|
of the energy crisis, in contrast to a:
" .do-nothing - Congress.” Instead, .the:
message was watered down fo a damp\.
squib by DiBona and John Ehrlichman,
The latter also chose both DiBona and:
Governor Love to be put in charge of’
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‘the energy problem. Even in the Water-,
_gate horror, . Richard M. Nixon F&as :

‘Farély beeh worse.gerved.” " oA
. The result, in fact, is that the politi-,
cally ‘beleaguered Président has been
left In the wrong posture to deal with !
,this appalling crisis and with -no real
iinstrument for the purpose, and with.
{eomflicts of view amiong 'the highest .
| policy-makers. S S
}" Furthermore, the argument about’
rationing may dominate the energy“1

8

'

- scene at the moment, but is far away

{‘from the central point of the energy

‘crisis. The central point is both grim.; .

‘and simiple. Whether or not we have
‘rationed oil fuels, we have got to begin’
!paying niuch, much higher prices for;

: e_ane‘rgy'_in' all forms. o
! The only alternative to much higher.}
‘energy prices was suggested at a recent

:meeting of state oficials from Colprado,

{ Wyoming, and the other Western states;
iwhich contain the largest U.S. reserves.
1of easily mined coal as well as oil shalé,
i These states now have to face bein
literally- excavated. They -do, not like
ithe prospect. Hence one official, 'cur%
‘rently running for the Wyoming gover-,
norship but to be kept nameless, actu;;

‘ally made the all but incredible states

‘ment: : L. i S
. “Maybe the time has comme for thé!
gJ:S. to destroy Isracl, in order to safe:

uard American oil supplies fromthe}
EArab countries.” i

The 'monstrous. anecdote "serves .to§
jdramatize the real American stake in;
%the energy crisis. The stake is noth-

Ying more nor less than the ‘political
‘and strategle independence of the:
:United States. . . ' o
® To preserve American independs,
.ence, surely, .any decent American’
ibught to ‘actept gasoline at a dollar
for ‘even $1.25 a gallon—which is the
;current gas price in West Germany.
‘Much higher energy prices are -un<

‘avoidable, in turn, in crder fo makej(

it profitable to exploit the huge alter

‘native energy-sources the U.S. luckily,
‘possesses. The miain ones are oil shale}
iand coal, of ‘course; and if these are’
‘not’ exploited to the utmost, we cannot!
be independent. . oo
v For this purpose, the needed invests
‘nents may easily run above $100 bil-!
‘lion in the next 10 years Obviou§ly§§
,moreover, Investments on: this’ scale’
jare never going to be made, without'
‘some. sort of guarantee of long-tefmf
price stabilityat the new thigh level.}
(There 'will never be a huge Anderican!
oil-shale industry, for instance, with:;
out solid protection by import taxes)
jor In-other ways. The Arab states®

have to be prevented from destroying -

this novel competition overnight, by,
arbitrarily cutting‘thei_r own oil prices*

for a while,

; S i
f, Meanwhile, however, with national’ -

independence "quite cl7arly at ‘stake,:

‘no one seems t6 worry ‘about anything !

;but the Wategate horror. And this. is:
‘even true of thé President! - . LA
wty iy © 1973 Lo Atweles Times | :
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Banking in

“tion for American assist«|
. ance, Israel is increasing its |

“in the United States, at the{

R

'WASHINGTON STAR |
28 November 1973 ;

~ Israelis

As a gesture of apprecia-

foreign currency reserves

-expense of Europe, )
. According to an Israeli}
source, the amount of mon-
ey being shifted is relative-
‘ly insignificant — * a cou-}
.ple of hundred million dol-}
Jars.”” But, the source re-§|
‘marked, “America was so0
-helpful to us . . . It would
be proper that we invest as
:much as we. can’l in thej
_United States.
At the same time, Israelif
'sources emphasized that
Israel was not trying to pun-{
ish Europe for:its tilt to-
ward the Arab position dur-
‘ing and since the .latest
Mideast war. The with-
.drawal .*'of a couple of
hundreds.of millions from
'so many. countries . . . the
“effect is minimal,” one offi:
‘cial said.” © . .- - ..
In fact, he noted, Israel
‘could feel the pinch because
the funds, put in short-term
-liquid accounts at American
{banks, are expected to draw,
;a lower interest rate than if
ithey were left in European|’
banks. . . ’
~ The transfer of the funds,
‘which are held in the cur-
rency of the country where
‘they are on deposit and
-used for various purposes,
‘is being accomplished in
‘two ways. ‘ .
* Some funds .are being]
exchanged from European
:currencies into dollars and
transferred to the United
States. T
. Another method is to al-
low dollars collected here —
‘through the United Jewish
.Appeal, for example — to!

'

- remain in the United States

_rather than to shift them!
overseas.for purchases in,
other countries. Reserves:
.held in other countries then.
dimish as they are used for!
such purchases.—THOMAS:
DIMOND P |
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- Kissinger's

oo First
Ten Weeks

By James Reston k
WASHINGTON, Nov. 22—In the ten ;
weeks sirce he became the 56th Secre-
tary of State of the United States, -
Henry Kissinger has covered more
miles, visited more countries, answered
more gquestions, and probably con-.
sumed moie food and proposed more
- teasts than any of his predecessors
since John Foster Dulles. .

Already in these ten weeks, he has
gone through the Middle East war, a
scary worldwide military alert against’
‘the Snviets, innumerable scssions with
other foreign ministers at the United
Waticnz, and endiess meetings with
members of Congress, his new col-.
leagues in the State Department, and
his skeptical watchdogs of the press.

it has been an impressive perform-
‘ance, but it's hell on the nerves, the
mind and the waistline, and, unless
somebody invents the 48-hour-day, you'
have to wonder how long he can sus-:
tain this punishing pace.

Henry Xissinger didn’t get where
-he is today because he was a great
personality, or traveler, or insider, but ,
precisely because he was an outsider |

WASHINGTON .

who had time to think and was in
touch with other loners. who were re-
flecting oh the basic purposes and -
vital interests of the nation.

Now he is caught up in a tangle of
problems which require more time
than he has and also require, as he,
says, at least "a modicum of confi-:
dence between the public and the-
responsible officials.” And he is ap--
pealing to press and public to give
him a chance to work things out.

It is a fair enough request but it
{s not going to be easy, for he has-
‘been saying some things lately that
require more than a “modicum of con-,
fidence.” For example he said at his-
last press conference that United States .
policy in the Middle East would not
be influenced by the Arab oil embargo,
but the fact is that American policy
.is clearly being influenced at every
corner gas station, and Mr. Kissinger
-is now leaning heavily on the Israelis’
in private to hurry up the negotia-
tions and make substantial conces-
sions to the Arabs to lift the embargo -
and get a Mideast settlement. ‘

Also Mr. Kissinger has been warhe.
ing the Arab states publicly but gently
that the United States would have to
.consider “‘countermeasures” if the;
Arabs continue their economic war-
‘fare. But again the fact is that Wash-%

ington has’ few countermeasures and’j
cannot mount an effective counter-
embargo against the Arab states with- .
-out the cooperation of the other indus-:
‘trial mations, who won't go along.
Meanwhile, Mr. Kissinger is refusing-
to explain, as he promised to do, what ;
the Soviet Union threatened during’
the Middle East crisis, which justified;
putting U.S. forces all over the world:
on “alert.”” Did Mr. Brezhnev say he
“might” or that he “would” send:
‘Soviet airborne troops into the Middle®
East? Did Mr, Brezhnev actually send,
atomic weapons into Egypt? Mr. Kis-,
:$inger says he has no “confirmed”;
evidence that this was the case. He'
is merely asking for public’trust, - *
Nevertheless, though Mr. Kissinger,
is appealing for ‘“confidence” in an:
Administration that has little oonfi-;
dence, he has earned in his Peking-
.and Moscow missions a right to try!
to work out an accommodation in the
Middle East. For, to a large extent,
"the easing of the fuel shortage in the i
"United States depends on the nego-
“tiations for a peace settlement in the .
Middle East, and this in turn depends '
probably more than it should on the
integrity, judgment and negotiating -
skill of Secretary Kissinger. ‘
. You can cut your speed to fifty miles
an hour and knock back your heat to!
68 degrees at home—what a sacrifice!{
—-but unless Kissinger gets the Arab-'
‘Israeli talks going in a hurry and’
persuades both sides that an accom-;
modation is better than more military;
.wars and an expanding economic war,}
the non-Communist industrial nations:

‘will quickly be up against an ece-:

pomic recession. &
Maybé this is what Moscow wants. *
Having failed to keep up with the:
computer revolution in the advanced-
_industrial nations, the Soviets could:,
be using their political influence in’
the Middle East to cut down produc-
tion in the West and in Japan. Buti
we won’t know that until the negoti-}
ations between the Arabs and the-
Israelis get going, and here Mr. Kis-4
singer’s role is both critical and awk-
ward. : I
“If one looks at history,” he told:
the press the other day, “and sees!
how often it has happened that wars,
-have been produced by the rivalries ;
of client states, without a full con-1
. sideration of the worldwide issues . . ,?
» the overriding need of finding a solu-"
i-tion. to the problem of worldwide nu-
" clear war becomes overwhelming. . . .l
This is the central question of our
period, and it is a problem that will -
_have to be solved either by this group !
of officials or by their successors. But -
it cannot be avoided.” ‘ :
1t has been a long timée since any {
Secretary of State has dealt in public ¢
with so many dangerous and ambigu- ;
' ous questions under such difficult cir- {
" cumstances at. home and abroad, and?,»
if the energy crisis is to be eased this ;
winter or the Middle East is to reach {
some kind of understanding, Mr. Kis- |
singer is probably the main hope. But /
+ he needs some public support and he f
needs some rest. e

WASHINTON POST
9 November 1973

‘Stephen. S. Rosenfeldir

Realities ¢ f

Of Parity '

And' Detente "

i The Soviet Unlon’s spensorship of
" the fourth Arab-Tsraeli war has stirred.
& broad review of the hasic premises,
'anid mossthilities’ o “detente.” Perhaps,
it would be more apt ¢ Il it a ficst,
close laok. The Sevict Satzrvention. iu,
:Czechosiovekia ir 1968 provides a vse-
ful benekmark, o o
The intervention in Pragsa had A'La:
-tionale--{o keep the Soviet bloc ivnm,
unravelling—no_less comprehensible;
for the offensiveness of the policy,
used t¢ support it. The motivation. fory
‘Soviet policy in the Mideast was, how-,
ever, strictly  imperialistic: throwig,
Spviet weight around in a place of, no.
significance for . home-bloc security ,c»‘x";
welfare, - . L e
. In  Czechoslovakia; the Russians,
could safely deploy their troops ad.
though for a containable local opera-
tion, without worrying of a Western
‘military response. In Egypt and Syriy"
the Russians performed a far more. :im-
bitious military operation involving a
formidable aerial resupply effort qndf
.deployment of an’impressive fleet, all’
of this-supported by the great strategi¢
‘forces they have put into place sindé
1068, . . Lo
__Then, the. Czech Intervention 'tpoic
place at a pre-detente time when rela-
‘tively few Americans were disposed! td'
‘expect a moderate Soviet policy. ' By
.contrast, the. latest Mideast war broke'
out at a time when most Americifis'
‘probably felt that the proclaimed §iié
‘cesses of detente had markedly vet
‘duced the chances for an adventurid{fé'
‘Soviet policy, especially for an adver?
turistic policy discomfitting the United'
States. . | . -y
*~The fundamental liberal  premise
about- Soviet policy has beén that tha
Soviet *Union would begin ‘to “#eti
“normally” and responsibly  on tHe
‘world stage, once it had ‘achiéved
‘rough strategic and political parity titi
‘the United States and once that achfeves
nent had been recognized by Washing?
dgon, T T e
No one can deny that in 1973 Mos+
cow has attained such parity. There1s*
.the evidence of two summits that the’
‘United States accepts it as a fact. But;
the Soviet Union did not act;
-“normally’” and responsibly in this lats
est war. In particular, it knew—every:
one knew-—that the Nixon administras
tion was cranking up a major diplos
matic initiative for a settlement, but. it:
did not allow that initiative to run iis
dourse or ever: to get off the ground... j
1 To be.sure, those who never apy
cepted this liberal premise in the firsf
place can and do fairly. contend npw,

. that it failed in . a. crucial test. Thoge,

‘whose.prime- foreign-policy, interest, ig:
to atsure n stoady flow of srme And
support for Israel tend to accept t};}.ﬁ,‘
tontention, however much it embars
tasses their other views on werld. Progy
pects and domestic: spending _priozi
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‘ties. Those who had been hunting afiy~
way for arguments supporting the 'ad.
ministration’s defense proposals hive
got them in spades. s »":,_‘3
-'To grant that detente has been crip:
pled or discredited, however, is a jullg
ment laden with so many harsh impli
cations for the kind of world and th&'
kind of country we live in, that it mist/
be approached only with the 'greatest
care. There are .other circumstances to,
consider. o . S
¢ In the Mideast last month, the Rus-,
sians did a good deal less to help their,
allies drive a foreign army off their
territory tham.'the United States’ di
for a similar purpose in Vietnam. By
those American standards, the Soviet!
role was limited: no troops, despite the,

‘care about them om Oct. .25, and’Ho! .

bombs. Or should ‘the American podi-;
tion be that we are entitled to do ter?
tain things for our friends that the!
Russians are not entitled to do “fert
theirs? . - ohAd
 For'many Americans, the startlifig:
and new-factor in the Mideast war ag!
that Moscow revealed and ‘used inid!
local operation a great-power military{
lcapacity, including a tacit backupoft
-stratégic weapons. We &ren’t" acctisy
tomed to it; we don’t like it at ally But!
this is what the reality of “parity”:.i¥
all about. Soviet. power had now beéet
‘reflected not only in summit docus
.ments but in capability on the ground.:
.American power is no longer the domist
nant outside influence in local cond
tests. We will be yearst working this:
‘out in various places with - the: Busy
‘sians. A sober response, not panic,;is’
indicated. 2L
: Finally, it iz shortsighted to divorce}
the war from the particular grievanceq
‘which produced it—Egypt’s and Syria’sy
loss of territory to Israel in 1967. Thist
"griévance went untreated before Oeto-f
ber, Israel and the United States were:
.of the view that there was:still times
tfor diplomacy. One -can bemoan.ors
‘curse the fact, but the outbreak of .&hbg
‘war proved they were wrong. In the:
ibest of worlds, detente .would be for-'
giving of such failures of judgment and

ness cannot be expected. It is illugory
to expect the kind fairy of detente to’
spare nations from the consequences fprf"’
their own mistakes. . . ottt

To improve relations between .thei
great powers, the principal matters In;
conflict between them should be eaged.;
First on the list is the Mideast. For(y;
nately, this ¢an be_dore without eithet;
great power’s sacrificing the _legitmiaté“
interests of its local allies. Secretary of,
State Kissinger is quite right to xs,ay(
_ |that a settlement is- the real test of Hé-y

fente. ..ol A et e ek

political will. In the real world, forgive-, -
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TIME
3 Deecs 1973

Risky Road of Retaliatio

Whispers about retaliation against the
Arabs have been heard since the begin-
' ning of the ojl boycott, and last week
. Sccretary of State Henry Kissinger
| ‘voiced them out Joud. In a press con-
. ference, he warned that if the embargo
- continues “unreasonably and indefinite-
ly, the U.S. will have to consider what
- countermeasures it will take.” Saudi
Arabia’s Oil Minister Ahmed Zaki
Yamani promptly replied that the Ar-
abs might then cut oil production by
80% rather than just 25%, and destroy
the economies of Europe and Japan.
Therc are indeed countermeasures
available to the U.S,, but they are likely
to prove either ineflective or disastrously
, risky. They fall into three classes:
ECONOMIC. The U.S. could stop ex-
" porling to the Arab countries the hun-
. dreds_of millions of dollars of food and
. manufactured goods, such as autos and
" refrigerators, that the Arabs buy each
" year. That, however, would be totally
. ineffective unless the U.S. could per-
suade its European allies to join in the
" boycott. Otherwise, the Arabs could eas-
i jly buy all the manufactured goods they
need from Italy, France, Yugoslavia and
- other European countries. Right now
' the Europeans are so disunited and so
i eager to curry favor with the Arabs
» that they are talking about retaliation
not against the Arabs but against one
‘ another. A concerted Western boycott
on manufactured goods would hurt the

- Arabs, but the West needs Arab oil

" more than the pre-industrial Arab states
~needh modern manufactures. As for food,
. Agriculture Secretary Earl Butz pointed
- out last weck that the Arabs could read-
 ily replace U.S. grain with grain bought
. from the Soviet Union, which has en-
i joyed a record harvest this year.
The U.S. could try to freeze Arab
. oil money; about half of the $7 billion
_that Saudi Arabia and Kuwait have on
deposit in the West is in U.S. banks.
But much of that is held by European
branches of the -American institutions
—and the Swiss government, for exam-
ple, is unlikely to permit Swiss branch-
.es of U.S. banks to block Arab funds.
 Moreover, unless the freeze was accom-
i plished almost instantaneously, the
: Arabs could scll their threatened dol-
- lars for gold or other currencies. destroy-
.ing the strength that the dollar has
.only lately begun to regain after two
devaluations and a long siege of
. selling. '

POLITICAL. The U.S. could withdraw.
its military missior;(]‘rom Saudi Arabia,
possibly troubling King Feisal. who has

i tunning difficulties with the Iraqis and
South Ycmenis, but the French would
i be happy to send a military mission as-
. a replacement. The U.S. could also re-
i fuse to setl Saudi Arabia some 30 Phan-
tom jets it has been dickering for. That

' would only confirm an apparent Saudi

« decision to buy French-made Mirages
instead. o S
There is some talk among Europcan
and U.S. politicians and businessmen of
an effort to.get the United Nations tode-
clare Arab oil an “international re-
source.” which would be thrown open
to all buyers under U.N. supcrvision. But ,
such a resolution would never pass the
General Assembly, where poor coun-
tries hold the voting majority. .
MILITARY. Unhappily. the one coun- -
termeasure that would be effective
would be invasion and occupation of the *
Arab oiificlds. The U.S. could easily de- :
feat the Arab armies, and though the
Arabs would probably blow up the wells.
the technology of oil production in the
desert is so simple that the U.S. could
get some oil flowing again. Setting aside
all moral considerations, however, such

. a course would carry a cataclysmic risk.

Unless the Soviels agreed in advance to

. look the other way—not a likelihood

—military action could ignite Worid
War III for the US. and the Soviet
Union. Even if the Soviets did not in--
tervene as protectors of the Arabs, oc-
cupation of the fields would let the U.S.
in for an endless guerrilla war. )
The most effective strategy that the
U.S. could adopt is also the most con-
structive: continuing its efforts to broker *
and guarantee a peace seltlement -be-
tween. Arabs and Israclis. The Arabs
recognize one key political reality:a US.

HIXK WHEELER

. Y

SAUDS OIL MINISTER AHMED ZAKI YAMANt

that is'angry at Arab intransigence may
not pressure Israel as hard to make con--
cessions as a U.S. that has been given
reason (o believe that movement toward
peace will get the oil flowing again. To
his credit, Kissinger rcalized this also: he
urged the Arabs to lift their embargo
when arr Arab-Israeli pcace conference
opens, as is expected next month. He -
won support from Shah Mohammed
Reza Pahlevi of Iran, which has contin- -
ued to sell oil to the U S, The fhah coun-
seled his fellow Mosiems in the Arab oil

-states to lift the embargo now that the

shooting war with Isracl is over. “Petro-
feum is like bread,” said the Shah. “Jt
must not be cut off during peacctime.”

— s [P
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